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NOTE. 

The  publication  of  this  report  has  been  unavoidably  delayed.  By  reason  of 
the  failure  on  the  part  of  some  of  the  railroad  companies  to  file  their  annual  state- 
ments promptly,  the  report  could  not  be  delivered  to  the  State  Printers  bef  ire  the 
middle  of  January  last.  Work  could  not  then  be  commenced  on  it  on  account  of 
an  accumulation  of  other  work,  which  had  precedence. 
Jefferson  City,  July  15,  1895. 
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REPORT. 


PART  I  . 


State  of  Missouri,  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Department,  \ 
City  of  Jeffkrson,  December  29,  1894.  j 

Hon.  W.  J.  Stone,  Governor  of  Missouri: 

In  accordance  with  law,  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission- 
ers submit  their  report  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1894,  being  their 
Nineteenth  Annual  Report.  By  act  of  the  General  Assembly,  approved 
April  7th,  1893,  the  time  for  making  annual  statements  to  this  Board 
by  railroad  companies  was  changed,  so  that  such  statements  are  re- 
quired to  be  made  on  or  before  September  let  of  each  year.  Under  the 
old  law  the  statements  were  required  to  be  made  on  or  before  April  1st 
of  each  year.  The  close  of  the  fiscal  year  was  also  changed  from  De- 
cember 31st  to  June  30tb.  The  statistics  shown  hereinafter  are  for 
the  year  ending  June  30th,  1894,  but  the  report  of  the  official  acts,  etc., 
of  this  Board  are  shown  for  eighteen  months — January  1st,  1893,  to 
June  30th,  1894. 

This  report  should  have  been  ready  for  transmittal  not  later  than  No- 
vember 1st  last,  but  by  reason  of  tardiness  in  filing  their  statements  on 
the  part  of  several  of  the  railroad  companies,  delay  has  been  unavoidable 
The  statement  from  one  of  the  most  important  companies  of  the  State 
was  not  filed  until  December  26th  inst.  No  statements  whatever  were 
filed  by  the  Greenfield  &fNorthern,  Hamilton  &  Kingston,  and  St.  Louis, 
Kennett  &  Southern  railroad  companies. 

Statements,  more  or  less  complete,  were  filed  by  58  companies, 
being  12  more  than  have  ever  before  reported.  Some  of  the  state- 
ments are,  however,  very  incomplete,  and  are  of  hardly  any  value  as 
regards  details  of  operation  and  general  statistics.  Several  of  the 
most  important  companies  give  no  statistics  as  regards  their  Missouri 
traffic.  The  following  inter-state  companies  made  detailed  statements 
for  Missouri :  Chicago  Great  Western  ;  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul ; 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  ;  Chicago,  Santa  Fe  &  California ;  Des 
Moines  &  Kansas  City;  Kansas  City  Belt;  Omaha  &  St.  Louis,  and 
Wabash. 
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The  want  of  necessary  statistics,  therefore,  renders  the  tabulations 
hereto  appended  very  unsatisfactory  so  far  as  operations  in  Missouri 
are  concerned.  Tabulations  of  statistics  of  operations  for  this  State 
are  made  so  far  as  reported  only,  no  attempt  having  been  made  to  tab- 
ulate approximate  statistics  for  the  entire  mileage  of  the  State,  as  the 
result  [would  be  unreliable,  and  therefore  useless.  It  is  hoped  that 
hereafter,  under  the  operation  of  the  new  law,  the  annual  statements 
will  be  such  as  to  enable  the  Board  to  report  fully  as  regards  the 
operations  of  the  railroad  lines  in  Missouri. 

It  has  been  deemed  proper,  however,  to  prepare  a  statement,, 
showing,  as  well  as  can  be  ascertained,  something  in  detail  regarding 
the  freight  traffic  movement  within  the  State  of  Missouri  for  the  year 
ending  June  30,  1894,  and  also  statement  showing  average  rates  per 
ton  per  mile  for  entire  mileage  of  all  roads  reporting  to  this  office  since 
1877  as  follows : 


1878.  nfints  ner  ton  np.r  mile 

1.71 

1886, 

cents  per  ton  per  mile  . . 

,  1.23 

1879, 

1 1 

1 1       1 1 

.,  1.52 

1887, 

1 1         tt  tt 

.  .  1.26 

1880, 

1 1 

ft  a 

1.50 

1888, 

1 1         1 1  it 

. ..  1.18 

1881, 

it  If 

,  149 

1889, 

1 1         1 1      t « 

..  1.08 

1882, 

1 1 

it         t  ( 

...  1.42 

1890, 

tt         1 1  it 

,.  1.03 

1883, 

1 1 

.  t  it 

...  1.37 

1891, 

tt         k«      it  t 

..  1.0065- 

1884, 

1 1 

it  it 

..  1.39 

1892, 

it         tt  tt 

1.036 

1885, 

1 1 

1 1         1 1 

,  1.33 

1893, 

tt         it  ti 

...  0.9459- 

The  rates  shown  are  for  the  entire  mileage  of  all  roads  reporting,, 
and  include  all  traffic,  State  and  interstate. 

The  reduction  in  the  average  rate  per  ton  per  mile  since  1878  has 
been  0.7641  cents. 

The  effect  of  this  reduction  on  earnings  can  be  readily  understood 
by  its  application  to  the  freight  traffic  of  the  year  ending  June  30,  1894. 

The  total  tonnage  earning  revenue,  as  reported,  was  51,571,88  6- 
tons,  hauled  an  average  distance  of  179.9  miles,  being  9,277,782,29L 
tons  hauled  one  mile.  The  average  rate  of  1.71  cents  per  ton  per  mile 
applied  to  this  movement  would  have  made  aggregate  earnings  $158,- 
650,077.  The  average  rate  per  ton  per  mile,  as  found  for  the  year 
above  referred  to,  was  0.9459  cents,  and  the  aggregate  freight  earnings 
were  $87,758,642,  being  $70,891,435  less  than  had  the  rate  of  1.71  cents 
prevailed.  The  effect  of  one  mill  per  ton  per  mile  applied  to  a  heavy 
traffic  movement  on  long  hauls  is  a  very  important  matter,  and  seri- 
ously affects  the  earnings  of  railroads;  a  decrease  or  increase  of  one 
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mill  in  the  average  rate  of  1893-94  would  have  reduced  or  increased 
the  earnings  of  roads  reporting  to  this  office  by  $9,277,782,  and  an  av- 
erage rate  of  one  cent  per  ton  per  mile  ( being  an  increase  on  rate  for 
1893-94  of  a  little  more  than  one-half  of  one  mill  per  mile  )  would  have 
effected  an  increase  in  earnings  of  85,019,180. 

There  can  be  no  question  but  that  the  people  of  Missouri  have 
been  benefited  in  due  proportion  by  the  gradual  general  reduction  in 
average  freight  rates  since  the  year  1878,  for  it  can  safely  be  assumed 
that  fifteen  per  cent  of  the  aggregate  reduction  in  freight  charges  paid 
was  on  freight  originating  or  terminating  in  this  State. 

The  following  statements  regarding  Missouri  traffic  are  not  claimed 
to  be  exact,  as  some  important  factors  have  necessarily  been  to  some 
extent  approximated  on  account  of  the  want  of  proper  data;  but  we 
are  confident  the  results  as  shown  are  in  nowise  exaggerated,  and  are 
wholly  within  reasonable  bounds. 

In  1878,  before  the  law  for  the  regulation  of  railroad  charges 
practically  took  effect,  the  average  rate  per  ton  per  mile  for  transporta- 
tion within  the  State  was  estimated  at  3.78  cents,  including  local  and 
through  traffic.  After  the  Commissioners  had  revised  the  classification 
of  freights  and  put  in  effect  the  "statutory"  rates,  the  reduction  was 
estimated  at  1.074  cents — the  average  rate  ( within  the  State)  at  the 
elose  of  1878  being  2.706  cents  per  ton  per  mile.  Since  that  year, 
influenced  very  largely  by  reductions  made  from  time  to  time  by  the 
Oommissioners,  the  average  rate  has  been  decreased,  until  at  the  pres- 
ent date,  on  Missouri  traffic  it  can  be  stated  as  1.844  cents  per  ton  per 
mile,  the  decrease  being  0.802  cents. 

The  aggregate  tonnage  hauled  within  the  State  is  estimated  at 
14,700,000  tons  during  the  year  ending  June  30,  1894.  The  average 
haul  was  78  miles,  and  the  average  amount  received  per  ton  was 
$1,439  ;  tons  hauled  one  mile,  1,146,600,000.  Had  the  average  rate  of 
2.706  cents  per  ton  per  mile,  as  in  1878,  applied  to  the  Missouri  tonnage 
of  1893-4,  the  aggregate  charges  collected  would  have  amounted  to 
$31,026,996.  With  the  average  rate  of  1.844  cents  per  ton  per  mile,  the 
aggregate  freight  earnings  were  $21,143,304  —  the  difference  being 
$9,883,692. 

It  will,  no  doubt,  be  asked  why  the  average  rate  per  ton  per  mile 
for  Missouri  traffic  should  be  higher  than  the  average  rate  for  the  en- 
tire mileage  of  roads  reporting  to  this  office.  This  is  easily  explained 
when  the  difference  in  average  haul  is  considered.  In  one  instance  it 
is  179.9  miles,  and  in  the  other  78  miles.  As  the  distance  hauled  in- 
creases, the  average  rate  per  ton  per  mile  necessarily  decreases  ;  other- 
wise, movements  of  commodities  for  any  considerable  distance  would 
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be  impossible.  On  the  other  hand,  if  the  average  rate  for  the  long  haul 
were  applied  to  Missouri  tonnage,  the  aggregate  charges  would  have 
amounted  to  but  $10,845,689,  or  a  decrease  of  $10,297,615— a  very 
agreeable  condition  of  affairs  to  shippers,  but  hardly  so  for  the  rail- 
roads. 

The  laws  of  Missouri  establish  the  principle  of  the  decrease  of 
rates  with  increased  hauls,  as  will  be  seen  by  reference  to  section  2675 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  1889.  On  wheat,  for  instance,  the  statute  rate 
per  ton  per  mile  for  distances  not  exceeding  25  miles  is  4.8  cents,, 
whilst  for  350  miles  the  rate  is  1.428  cents.  Reductions  in  wheat  rates 
in  Missouri  have  been  made,  until  at  the  present  time  the  rate  for  the 
25-mile  distance  is  4  cents  per  ton  per  mile,  and  for  350  miles  is  0.914 
cents,  the  terminal  charge  being  the  same  for  each. 

Reductions  as  made  from  time  to  time  by  the  Commissioners  have 
had  much  effect  in  the  reductions  in  average  freight  rates  in  Missouri. 

The  reductions  effected  in  rates  upon  grain  and  coal  alone  amount 
each  year  to  very  largely  more  than  the  annual  expenses  of  this  Com- 
mission. Changes  in  classification  have  also  been  instrumental  in  low- 
ering the  average  rate.  One  notable  instance  of  this  character  is  in 
the  classification  of  cotton  goods,  which,  by  order  of  the  Board  made 
March  21,  1893,  were  changed  from  1st  to  3rd  class,  being  a  reduction 
of  certainly  30  per  cent,  and  affecting  the  entire  shipments  of  such 
goods  to  every  railroad  station  in  Missouri.  Similar  adjustments  have 
been  made  from  time  to  time  whenever  in  the  judgment  of  the  Board  it 
was  proper  to  do  so.  An  equitable  adjustment  of  rates  for  railroads 
operating  under  conditions  so  dissimilar  as  are  found  in  Missouri  is 
necessarily  a  gradual  process,  and  must  be  made  in  detail,  as  such  ad- 
justment cannot  be  reached  by  an  arbitrary  reduction  on  all  rates  at 
once.  The  intent  of  the  Act  of  1887  is  that  adjustments  be  made  as- 
complaints  arise,  and  that  each  complaint  be  heard  and  adjusted  upon 
its  merits.  Rates  on  many  commodities,  as  filed  with  the  Board,  on 
lines  where  the  volume  of  business  is  small  or  the  distance  hauled  is 
short,  appear  to  be  excessive  when  compared  with  rates  on  similar 
commodities  hauled  over  other  lines,  but  when  considered  in  the  light 
of  all  the  circumstances  governing,  are  not  found  to  be  unreasonable. 

Unless  the  conditions  under  which  freights  are  transported  at  this 
time  by  the  railroads  of  Missouri  are  changed  and  cost  of  maintenance 
and  operation  materially  reduced,  it  is  hardly  probable  that  any  great 
reduction  in  the  general  average  rate  per  ton  per  mile  in  this  State  will 
occur.  Adjustments,  of*  course,  will  be  had  from  time  to  time,  and 
equalizations  and  reductions  effected  on  rates  on  particular  cominodi- 
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ties  as  found  proper,  which  reductions,  however,  although  important  as 
regards  the  commodities  affected  would  reduce  the  general  average 
but  little.  For  example,  we  will  suppose  a  reduction  made  on  a  com- 
modity by  which  freight  charges  would  be  reduced  $300,000  in  one 
year.  This  would  be  an  important  matter  to  producers  of  the  com- 
modity affected,  but  on  the  traffic  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894,  the 
average  rate  per  ton  per  mile  would  be  reduced  less  than  .03  of  one 
mill. 

The  net  increase  in  the  railroad  mileage  of  Missouri  for  18  months 
ending  June  30,  1894,  was  12L.55  miles.  For  details  you  are  referred 
to  Part  2  of  this  report.  At  the  present  the  indications  do  not  seem 
to  be  favorable  for  any  marked  increase  in  the  railroad  mileage  of  Mis- 
souri during  the  coming  year. 

Semi-annual  statements  from  railroad  companies,  as  required  by 
section  2571,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889,  were  filed  in  this  office 
in  response  to  demands  made.  No  violations  of  the  law  regarding  par- 
allel or  competing  lines  were  found. 

The  delay  in  the  transmittal  of  this  report  has  enabled  the  Board 
to  include  their  acts  and  findings  in  several  important  matters,  which 
were  commenced,  but  not  concluded,  prior  to  June  30,  1894.  Selec- 
tions have  been  made  from  the  files  of  this  office  of  the  correspond- 
ence which  was  thought  to  be  the  most  important,  and  which,  as  will 
be  seen,  include  almost  every  question  arising  from  the  transportation 
operations  of  railroads.  The  several  hearings  had  were  important,  and 
are  given  in  detail  in  Part  3  hereof.] 

On  June  30,  1894,  the  following  railroads,  being  wholly  or  in  part 
in  Missouri,  were  in  the  hand  of  receivers  : 

Chicago,  Santa  Fe  &  California. 

Omaha  &  Kansas  City. 

Quincy,  Omaha  &  Kansas  City. 

St.  Joseph,  St.  Louis  &  Santa  Fe. 

St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Fort  Smith. 

St.  Louis,  Kansas  City  &  Colorado. 

St.  Louis  &  San  Francisco. 

Mileage  of  these  roads  is  2065.47  miles  ;  capital  stock,  $51,612,800; 
funded  debt,  $69,373,000. 

The  annual  report  of  the  Grain  Inspection  department  for  the 
year  ending  Dec.  31,  1893,  was  made  to  you,  as  required  by  law.  The 
report  of  this  department  for  the  year  ending  December  31,  1894,  will 
be  duly  transmitted,  and  will  be  included  and  printed  in  this  report. 
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For  further  information  regarding  the  operations,  etc.,  of  the  rail- 
roads of  the  State,  new  organizations,  and  the  official  acts,  correspond- 
ence, etc.,  of  the  Board,  you  are  referred  to  parts  2,  3  and  4,  hereto 
appended.  Respectfully  submitted, 

T.  J.  Hennesey, 
H.  W.  Hickman, 
James  Cowgill, 
Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 


PART  II, 


Matters  Pertaining  to  Mileage,  Capital  Stock,  Funded  Debt,  Earnings, 
Expenses,  Traffic  Movements,  Physical  Condition,  etc.,  etc. 

As  reported  by  the  Companies  Operating  Railroad  Lines  in  Missouri,  for  the  Year  ending 

June  SO,  JS94- 


RAILROADS  IN  MISSOURI,  JUNE  30,  1894. 


Within  the  State  of  Missouri  there  were,  including  main  lines  and 
branches,  143  railroads,  which  were  controlled  or  operated  by  50 
companies,  as  shown  in  table  No.  1,  of  Part  3,  of  this  Report. 

The  total  mileage,  June  30, 1894,  not  including  second,  third  or  fourth 
tracks  or  sidings,  was  6,525.31  miles — the  net  increase  since  Decem- 
ber 31,  1892,  being  121.55  miles.  Of  second,  third  and  fourth  tracks 
there  were  82.24  miles,  being  a  decrease  from  statement  of  December 
31,  1892,  of  2.55  miles,  the  decrease  being  caused  by  corrections  in 
amount  of  second  tracks  heretofore  credited  to  the  Terminal  Railroad 
Association  of  St.  Louis.  Of  sidings  there  were  1459.99  miles,  being 
an  increase  since  December  31,  1892,  of  27.89  miles. 

The  total  mileage  of  all  tracks,  June  30,  1891,  was  as  follows: 


Main  lines,  single  track  

Second  and  third  tracks  

Sidings .  

Total  

Increase  since  December  31,  1892: 

Main  line    

Sidings  

Deduct  decrease  in  second  track  

Total  net  increase  all  tracks  


6525.31 
82.24 
1459  99 


8067.54 


121.55 

27.89 

149.44 
2.55 

146.89 
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GAUGE. 

All  the  railroads  of  the  State  are  of  standard  gauge  excepting  the 
following,  which  are  of  narrow  gauge  (3  feet). 


Des  Moines  &  Kansas  City  

Missouri  Southern  

Sedalia,  Warsaw  &  Southwestern. 
Total  mileage  


11.83 
22.25 
43  33 
77.41 


Narrow-gauge  mileage  as  reported  December  31,  1892,  was  119.63 
miles.  Since  that  date  the  Mississippi  River  &  Bonne  Terre  railway 
has  been  changed  from  narrow  to  standard  gauge. 


Narrow  gauge  reported  December  31,  1892 
Deduct  Mississippi  River  &  Bonne  Terre... 


Add  increase  Missouri  Southern, 
Total  , 


Net  decrease,  in  narrow  gauge  being  (  miles  ) 


119.63 
47.47 
72.16 
5.25 


77.41 


42.22 


Net  Increase  Main  Lines. 


Miles  as  reported  December  31,  1892    

Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific   1-60 

Excello  branch,  Wabash   6.47 

Excelsior  Springs  Railway   9.50 

Houck's  Missouri  &  Arkansas   13.12 

Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  &  Gulf   37.75 

Kansas  City  Suburban  Belt   1  45 

Missouri  Southern   5.25 

Missouri  Southeastern   6  70 

Montgomery  &  Western   2.50 

St.  Louis  &  Hannibal   3.00 

St.  Louis,  Keokuk  &  Northwestern  ,  48.47 

St  Louis  Transfer   I-52 

Williamsville,  Greenville  &  St.  Louis   5  00 


Total  mileage    . .   

Deduct  Burnham  branch  K.  C,  F.  S.  &  M.  taken  up    9  00 

Deduct  correction  Rocky  branch  mileage  «   2.38 

Deduct  correction  K.  C.  &  Ind.  Air  Line   4  87 


Deduct  net  decrease  on  account  of  sundry  corrections  in  mileage 
reports      


Mileage  June  30,  1894 
Net  increase  


6403.76 


142.3^ 
6546.09 

16.25 
6529.84 
4.53 
6525.31 


121.55 
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PROGRESS  OF  CONSTRUCTION. 

The  increase  in  mileage  of  railroads  during  each  year  since  1851, 
and  the  number  of  miles  of  main  line  in  the  State  at  the  close  of  each 
year,  are  shown  in  the  following  table  : 


Increase  during 

Miles  in  u?e  at 
close  of  year. . 

Year  

Increase  during 

Miles  in  use  at 
close  of  j ear. . 

Year  

Increase  durinp 
year  

Miles  in  use  at 
close  of  year. . 

Increase  during 
year  

Miles  in  use  at 
close  of  year. . 

1851.. 

0 

0 

1862.. 

0 

838 

1873.. 

185  ' 

2858 

1884.. 

126 

4741 

1852.. 

5 

5 

1863.. 

30 

868 

1874.. 

22 

2880 

1885.. 

276 

5017 

1853.. 

32 

37 

1864.. 

57 

925 

1875. . 

170 

3050 

1886.. 

71 

5088 

1854.. 

0 

37 

1865.. 

0 

925 

1876.. 

90 

3140 

1887.. 

584 

5672 

1855.. 

103 

140 

1866.. 

0 

925 

1877.. 

50 

3190 

1838.. 

252 

5924 

1856.. 

4 

144 

1867.. 

130 

1055 

1878.. 

60 

3250 

1889.. 

38 

5962 

1857.. 

174 

318 

1868.. 

299 

1354 

1879.. 

367 

3617 

1890.. 

164 

6126 

1858.. 

229 

547 

1869.. 

358 

1712 

1880.. 

390 

4007 

1891.. 

38 

6164 

1859.. 

177 

724 

1870.. 

288 

2000 

1881.. 

227 

4234 

1892.. 

240 

6404 

I860.. 

93 

817 

1871.. 

580 

2580 

1882.. 

267 

4501 

1894*. 

121 

6525 

1861.. 

21 

838 

1872.. 

93 

2673 

1883.. 

114 

4615 

•June  30. 


The  increase  in  the  railroad  mileage  of  Missouri  from  1875  ( the 
year  in  which  the  railroad  commission  of  the  State  was  established)  is 
3475  miles,  being  an  average  of  178.21  miles  per  year. 

PROPORTION  OF  RAILROAD  MILEAGE  TO  TERRITORY  AND  POPULATION. 

June  30,  1894,  there  was  in  Missouri  one  mile  of  railroad  ( main 
line )  to  10.65  square  miles  of  territory,  and  to  each  444  inhabitants, 
estimating  the  population  of  the  State  at  2,900,000. 

DISTRIBUTION  IN  COUNTIES. 

In  1878,  of  the  114  counties  in  Missouri,  four  counties  north  and 
twenty-six  south  of  the  Missouri  river  were  without  railroads. 
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At  the  close  of  the  year  1894,  nine  counties  in  Missouri  south  of 
the  Missouri  river  were  without  railroads.  North  of  the  river  there 
were  no  counties  unprovided  with  railroad  facilities. 

Counties  without  railroads  are  as  follows:  Cedar,  Dallas,  Doug- 
las, Hickory,  Maries,  Ozark,  Ste.  Genevieve,  Stone  and  Taney. 

COST  OF  RAILROADS  IN  MISSOURI. 

This  item  cannot  be  stated  accurately  from  any  data  in  the  posses- 
sion of  this  Board,  and  any  estimate  of  cost  would  be  merely  approxi- 
mate. Cost  of  roads  and  equipment  as  far  as  reported  will  be  found 
in  table  No.  3  of  part  2  hereof.  As  reported,  the  total  cost  up  to 
June  30, 1894,  entire  mileage  of  companies  reporting  was  $1,094,582,- 
247 — an  average  of  $48,676  per  mile. 

CAPITAL  STOCK  AND  FUNDED  DEBT. 
(22,487.48  miles.) 

The  total  capital  stock  and  funded  debt  of  the  railroad  companies, 


as  reported  to  this  office,  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1894,  was  as 

follows : 

Capital  stock  ($23,914  per  mile)  ,  

$537,775,635 

Funded  debt  ($28,152  per  mile)  

633,078,685 

$1,170,854,320 

$52,066  00 

The  average  amount  of  stock  per  mile  for  the  railway  systems  of 

the  United  States  for  the  year  1894  was : 

$28,513  00 

28,680  00 

57,193  00 

Cost  of  road  and  equipment  per  mile  

54,447  00 
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The  current  liabilities  of  the  railroad  companies  reporting  were,, 
June  30,  1894,  $28,509,532.34,  as  shown  by  the  following  table: 

CURRENT  LIABILITIES  AS  REPORTED  JUNE  30,  1894. 


Brownville  ft  Nodaway  Valley   

Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Kansas  City  

Chicago  Great  Western   

Chicago,  Rack  Island  ft  Pacific  

Chicago,  Santa  Fe  ft  California  

Crystal  Railway.   

Current  Kiver  

DesMoinee  ft  Kansas  City.    . 

Kansas  City  &  Atlantic  

Kansas  City,  Clinton  &  Springfield  

KaneaBCity,  Ft  Scott  &  Memphis  

Kansas  City  ft  Independence  Air  Line  

Kansas  City,  Osceola  ft  Sonthern  

Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  ft  Gulf  

Kansas  Citv  Suburban  Belt  

Louisiana  &  Missouri  River  

Leon,  Mt  Ayr  &  Southwestern.   

Mississippi  River  &  Bonne  Terre   

Missouri.  Kansas  &  Texas  

Missouri  Pacific  

Missouri  Southeastern  

Missouri  Southern  

Omaha  <fc  St.  Louia  ...   

Qulncy,  Omaha  ft  Kansas  City  

St.  Joseph  ft  DeeMoinee  

St.  Louis  &  Hannibal   

8t.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  &  Southern  

St.  Louis,  KansMS  Citv  A  Colorado  

St.  Louis,  Keokuk  ft  Northwestern  

St.  Louis  Merchants'  Bridge  Terminal  

St.  Louis  Transfer  Railway. 

Terminal  Railroad  Association,  St.  Louis 

Wabash  


$28,509,532  34 


Cash  assets  were  87,083,510,  as  shown  by  following  table: 


CASH  ASSETS  AS  REPORTED  JUNE  30,  1894. 


Name  of  railroad. 


Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  St.  Paul  

Eureka  Springs   

Hannibal  &  St  Joseph   

Kansas  City  Belt   

Kansas  Citv.  St.  Joseph  &  Couucil  Bluffs 

Keokuk  &  Western  

Rockport,  Langdon  ft  Northern  

SedaUa,  Warsaw  ft  Southwestern  

St.  Joseph  Terminal   

St  Louis  &  San  Francisco  

St  Louis  Southwestern  . 

Wllliamsvllle,  Greenville  &  St.  Louis. . . . 


,466.910  31 
29,512  75 
684,847  21 
44,309  58 
135,325  84 
22,474  97 
530  43 
3,668  07 
7,456  92 
,198,340  23 
484,645  83 
5,487  97 


,083,510  GO 


Total  funded  debt  and  current  liabilities  

Total  stock,  funded  debt  and  current  liabilities 


$661,588,217  00 
1,199,363,852  00 
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STOCKS  AND  DEBT  AS  APPORTIONED   FOR  MISSOURI,  ON  A  MILEAGE 

BASIS. 
(  6389.99  miles.) 

Of  the  total  amount  of  capital  stock  reported  there  is  : 


Chargeable  to  Missouri  mileage  

And  of  funded  debt  

Total  

Being  an  average  of  stock  per  mile. 
And  an  average  of  bonds  per  mile . . 

Total  stocks  and  bonds  per  mile 


$174,853,493  00 
199,259,100  00 


$374,112,593  00 
$27,395  00 
31,183  00 


$58,578  00 


TRANSPORTATION  EARNINGS. 
For  the  year  ending  June  30,  1894. 
So  far  as  reported,  the  entire  earnings  of  the  companies  operating 
railroads  in  Missouri  were  as  follows  : 


Earnings  of  passenger  department 

Earnings  of  freight  department  

Total  


$38,513,647  00 
87,758,642  00 


$126,272,289  00 


The  following  named  companies,  operating  181  miles  in  Missouri, 
made  no  reports  of  their  earnings  : 

Atchison  &  Nebraska, 
Bellevue  Valley, 

Brownville  and  Nodaway  Yalley, 

Cherry  Yalley, 

Greenfield  &  Northern, 

Hamilton  &  Kingston, 

Leon,  Mt.  Ayr  &  Southwestern, 

St.  Joseph  &  Des  Moines, 

St.  Joseph  &  Nebraska, 

St.  Louis,  Kennett  &  Southern. 

Of  these  lines  the  Atchison  &  Nebraska,  Brownville  &  Nodaway 
Yalley,  Leon,  Mt.  Ayr  &  South  western,  St.  Joseph  &  Des  Moines  and 
St.  Joseph  &  Nebraska  railroads  are  operated  or  controlled  by  the 
Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  Eailroad  Company.  These  companies 
reported  the  amount  of  income  received  from  leases  of  their  lines,  and 
the  expenditure  of  a  like  amount  in  payment  of  interest  and  taxes. 


MOVEMENT  OF  PASSENGERS  AND  FREIGHTS, 
As  reported  f\>r  year  ending  June  30,  1891. 

So  far  as  reported,  32,682,748  passengers  and  51,571,886  tons  of 
freight  were  moved  by  the  railroads  reporting  to  this  office. 

The  average  amount  received  from  each  passenger  was  94.2  cents. 
The  average  distance  traveled  was  44.29  miles ;  the  average  rate  per 
mile  being  2.082  cents.  (The  average  rate  per  mile  for  the  United 
States,  1893,  was  2.046  cents,  as  shown  by  Poor's  Manual. ) 

Local  passenger  rates  within  the  State  of  Missouri  are,  as  a  rule, 
3  cents  per  mile  on  through  or  trunk  lines,  and  4  cents  per  mile  on  all 
others.  Commutation  fares  between  the  large  cities  and  suburban 
points,  however,  are  much  lower  than  the  general  local  rates,  and  re- 
duce the  average  passenger  rate  to  something  near  2?  cents  per  mile 
for  the  State. 

The  number  of  tons  of  freight  moved,  as  reported,  was  51,571,886, 
not  including  44  company  "  freight.  The  average  amount  received  for 
each  ton  of  freight  was  $1.701 ;  the  average  haul  per  ton,  179.9  miles; 
and  the  average  rate  per  ton  per  mile  0.9459  cents.  (Average  rate  per 
ton  per  mile  for  the  United  States,  in  1893,  as  shown  by  Poor's  Manual, 
was  0.893  cents.) 


AVERAGE  RATE  IN  CENTS  PER  TON  OF  FREIGHT  PER  MILE. 


Year. 

U.  S 

Mo. 

Year. 

U.  S 

Mo. 

1890  

0.927 
0.929 

1  03 

1.365 

1892   

0.967 
0.893 

1.12 

0.9427 

1891  

1893  

AVERAGE  PASSENGER  RATE  IN  CENTS  PER  MILE. 

Year. 

U.  S. 

Mo. 

i 

Year. 

TJ.  S. 

Mo. 

1890   

2.174 
2.184 

2.47 
2  42 

1892  

2.143 
2.046 

2.28 
2.082 

1891  

1893  

AVERAGE  PERCENTAGE  OF  EXPENSES  TO  EARNINGS. 

Year. 

U.  S.  Mo. 

Year. 

U,S. 

Mo. 

1890  

68.33 
68.83 

69.7 
65.74 

1892  

70.40 
70.42 

72.9 
77.11 

1891  

1893  
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The  earnings,  $126,272,289,  as  reported,  are  for  25,750  miles  of  road 
operated  for  year  ending  June  30,  1894.  For  the  year  ending  Decem- 
ber 31,  1892,  the  earnings  reported  were  $140,377,068,  for  22,796  miles 
of  operated  roads. 

Passengers  carried  in  1892    33,173,325 

Passengers  carried  year  ending  June  30,  1894    32,682,748 

Tons  of  freight  hauled  in  1892   60,926,725 

Tons  of  freight  hauled  year  ending  June  30,  1S94.     51,571,S86- 

Traffic  movements  in  the  aggregate  for  Missouri  cannot  be  stated 
separately,  on  account  of  the  want  of  data,  the  most  important  lines  of 
the  State  making  no  report  of  their  Missouri  traffic  movements.  So 
far  as  reported,  traffic  movements  for  Missouri  will  be  found  in  table 
No.  9,  of  part  3  hereof. 

Eight  out  of  58  or  companies  reporting  paid  dividends  on  all  or 
portions  of  their  stocks,  the  dividends  varying  from  2%  to  7%.  Of 
these  companies,  seven  operate  interstate  lines — only  one,  the  Hanni- 
bal &  St.  Joseph,  being  wholly  within  Missouri.  Mileage  operated  in 
Missouri  by  the  eight  companies  referred  to  is  1467.36  miles. 

AGGREGATE  INCOME  ACCOUNT. 
Year  ending  June  30,  1894 — entire  mileage  as  far  as  reported. 


Earnings  of  passenger  department  

Earnings  of  freight  department  

Other  earnings  from  operations   

Total  earnings  from  operations  

Expenses  of  maintenance  and  operation...... 

Surplus  earnings  

Income  from  sources  other  than  operations. . . 

Total   

Expenditures,  interest,  dividends,  taxes,  etc 

Net  surplus  


$38,513,647 
87,758,642 
3,862,009 


130,134,298 
90,442,335 


39,691,963 
3,398,611 


43,090,574 
40,637,867 


2,452,707 


The  following  statement  shows  dividends  paid  for  year  ending 
June  30,  1«94,  as  reported  to  this  office : 

DIVIDENDS  PAID,  AS  REPORTED,  YEAR  ENDING  JUNE  30,  1894. 


Name  of  company. 


Per  ct.  Common  stock  Preferred  stock 


Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St  Paul. 

Chicago,  Rock  Inland  <&  Pacific  . 
Hannibal  &  St  Joeeph  , 


Kansas  CUT,  St.  Joseph  &  Council  Bluffs 

Keokuk  &  Western  

Nodaway  Valley  

St.  Lonift,  Iron  Mountain  &  Southern  

Tarkio  Valley  


Total 


4 
7 
4 

2  3 

8. 875 
2 

4.73 
2 

4.73 


$1,838,807  64 


,846,232  00 
210,880  10 


$1,809,213  00 


355,810  00 


199,165  30 
SO, (  00  00 
121.498  60 
515,628  50 
134,602  00 


,4,976,310  04 


2.165  023  00 
7,141,333  04 
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PHYSICAL  CONDITION  OF  THE  RAILROADS  OF  MISSOURI, 
YEAR  ENDING  JUNE  30,  1894. 


The  main  trunk  lines  of  the  State  have  been  maintained  in  good 
condition  and  show  an  improvement  since  December  31,  1892.  Much 
work  has  been  done  in  the  way  of  repairs  and  renewals,  especially  in 
improvement  of  track,  road-bed  and  superstructures.  Branch  lines 
have  generally  been  kept  in  reasonably  fair  condition,  some  of  them 
having  been  much  improved.  Extended  general  inspections  have  been 
made  by  the  Board  during  the  years  1893  and  1894.  Reports  of  a  num- 
ber of  these  inspections  will  be  found  hereinafter.  In  many  cases  no 
written  reports  were  made,  but  verbal  instructions  were  given  to  the 
proper  officers,  concerning  necessary  repairs  and  renewals,  these  in- 
structions being  very  generally  carried  out  promptly  and  satisfactorily. 


Much  attention  has  been  given  by  the  Board  to  the  bridges  on 
railroad  lines  in  the  State,  and  in  accordance  with  their  recommenda. 
tions,  numerous  repairs  and  renewals  have  been  made.  A  thoroughly 
efficient  supervision,  by  State  authority,  of  the  railroad  bridges  of  Mis- 
souri, however,  would  require  the  constant  services  of  an  expert.  The 
railroad  companies  themselves  keep  employed  in  this  service  alone  a 
considerable  number  of  men.  Some  idea  of  the  magnitude  of  the  task 
of  a  careful  inspection  of  the  railroad  bridges  of  the  State  can  be  had 
by  reference  to  the  following  table : 

Railroad  bridges  in  Missouri,  as  reported  June  30,  1894- 


RAILROAD  BRIDGES. 


Miles. 


Iron  bridges,  including  girders 

Wooden  truss  bridges   

Combination  truss  bridges  

Iron  trestle  bridges  

Wooden  trestle  bridges  


104.40 


10.15 


13.68 


3.70 


8.90 


Total 


140.83 


R  R  C— 2 


18 


FENCING. 

Twelve  hundred  and  eighty-five  miles  of  railroad  in  Missouri  are 
unfenced. 

RA.1LS. 

About  94  per  cent  of  the  railroad  tracks  of  Missouri  are  laid  with 
steel  rails,  varying  in  weight  from  56  pounds  to  80  pounds  per  lineal 
yard. 

BALLAST. 

Of  the  entire  main  track,  about  56  per  cent  is  ballasted  with  broken 
stone,  gravel,  cinders  or  burnt  clay. 

CROSS-TIES. 

In  renewals  and  repairs,  2,960,315  cross-ties  were  used  in  the  year 
ending  June  30,  1894,  on  lines  in  Missouri. 

HIGHWAY  CROSSINGS. 

Not  including  street  crossings  in  cities  and  towns,  there  are  5784 
crossings  of  highways  at  grade  by  railroads,  and  396  over  or  under 
grade. 

RAILROAD  CROSSINGS. 

There  are  256  crossings  of  railroads  at  grade,  and  68  under  grade* 

CATTLE  GUARDS. 

There  are  7088  cattle  guards  on  the  railroad  lines  of  Missouri. 

STATIONS. 

There  are  1176  railway  stations  in  Missouri. 

EMPLOYES. 

The  average  number  of  employes'in  the  service  of  the  railroads  of 
Missouri  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1894,  was  20,600. 

CASUALTIES. 

As  far  as  reported,  174  persons  were  killed  and  528  severely  in- 
jured on  the  railways  of  the  State  for  year  ending  June  30,  1894;  59 
employes,  5  passengers  and  110  others  were  killed;  360  employes,  49 
passengers  and  119  others  were  injured. 

As  compared  with  the  year  1892,  the  above  statement  shows  a  de- 
crease in  the  number  of  persons  killed  of  13,  and  of  injured  306. 

The  decrease  in  the  number  of  passengers  killed  is  3,  and  of  pas- 
sengers injured  47.  One  passenger  in  6,536,557  was  killed  in  year 
en  •ling  June  30,  1894,  and  one  passenger  iu  667,000  was  injured. 
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NEW  ORGANIZATIONS,  CONSOLIDATIONS,  ETC. 
January  1,  1893,  to  June  30,  1894. 


Excelsior  Springs  Railroad  Company  : 

Organized  to  construct  a  standard-gauge  line  from  Excelsior 
Springs  station  to  Cooley's  Lake  in  Clay  county,  10  miles.  Capital 
stock  $150,000. 

Incorporators — Samuel  F.  Scott,  Kansas  City,  H.  E.  Robinson,  St. 
Louis,  H.  N.  Garland,  Kansas  City,  Thomas  A.  Scott,  St.  Louis,  Daniel 
P.  Daugherty,  St.  Louis,  Howard  M.  Holden,  Kansas  City. 

Articles  filed  January  4,  1893. 


St.  Louis,  Kirkwood  &  Meramec  Railroad  Company  : 

Organized  to  construct  a  standard-gauge  line  from  a  point  in  the 
western  part  of  the  city  of  St.  Louis,  at  or  near  where  the  New  Man- 
chester road  intersects  the  western  limits  of  said  city,  to  a  point  on 
the  Meramec  river  southwestwardly  and  westwardly  from  the  town 
of  Kirkwood,  11  miles.    Capital  stock  8500.000. 

Incorporators — Thomas  Howard,  St.  Louis  ;  Matthew  C.  Orton, 
Chicago,  111 ;  James  Daniels,  St.  Louis  ;  Thomas  M.  Gallagher,  St,  Louis  ; 
Alexander  B.  Shaw,  St.  Louis. 

Articles  tiled  January  27,  1893. 


Kansas  City,  Nevada  &  Fort  Smith  Railroad  Co. : 

Change  of  name  to  the  Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  &  Gulf  Railroad  Co. 
Filed  January  31,  1893. 


Kansas  City  Suburban  Belt  Railroad  Co.: 

Notice  of  increase  of  capital  stock  from  $2,250,000  to  $2,750,000. 
Filed  February  8,  1893. 


Kansas  City  &  Independence  Air  Line : 

Notice  of  extension  of  road  from  a  point  at  or  near  Kansas  City, 
Jackson  county,  Missouri,  its  present  western  terminus,  in  a  westerly 
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direction  to  or  near  the  south  bank  of  the  Missouri  river;  thence  in  a 
southwesterly  and  westerly  direction  to  a  point  on  the  west  line  of  the 
State  of  Missouri,  at  or  near  where  said  line  intersects  the  south  bank 
of  said  river. 

Filed  February  8,  1893. 

Same  company  filed  notice  of  increase  of  capital  stock  from  $300,- 
000  to  $500,000,  February  8,  1893. 


Kansas  City,  Boonville  &  St.  Louis  Railroad  Co. : 

Organized  to  construct  a  standard-gauge  railroad  from  a  point  at 
or  near  Kansas  City,  thence  in  an  easterly  direction  over  the  most 
practicable  route  to  a  point  at,  in  or  near  the  city  of  Boonville,  90 
miles.    Capital  stock,  $1,000,000. 

Incorporators — Arthur  E.  Stillwell,  Kansas  City;  Charles  A.  Dean 
Kansas  City;  Arthur  A.  Mosher,  Kansa3  City;  J.  de  Goeijen,  Jr.,  Am- 
sterdam, Holland;  Robert  A.  Cone,  Kansas  City;  Frank  B.  Wilcox, 
Kansas  City;  George  L.  Farrell,  Kansas  City;  Charles  A.  Braley, 
Kansas  City. 

Filed  February  17,  1893. 


Bolivar  &  Kansas  City  Railroad  Co. : 

Organized  to  construct  a  standard-gauge  railroad  from  Bolivar  to 
some  point  on  the  Kansas  City,  Clinton  &  Springfield  railroad,  between 
Humansville  and  Aldrich  in  Polk  couty,  10  miles.  Capital  stock,  $100,- 
000 

Directors — R.  B.  Viles,  T.  A.  B.  Dunnegan,  Joseph  B.  Upton,  F. 
W.  Adams,  T.  G.  Rechow,  W.  A.  Wilcox,  J.  B.  Hatler,  J.  G.  Simpson, 
B.  F.  Leonard,  all  of  Bolivar. 

Articles  filed  March  14,  1894. 

Central  Railway  and  Terminal  Company,  of  St.  Joseph,  Mo. : 

Organized  to  construct  a  standard-gauge  railway  from  Pattonsburg 
to,  into  and  through  the  city  of  St.  Joseph,  to  the  railroad  bridge 
across  the  Missouri  river  in  the  county  of  Ray,  known  as  the  Sibley 
bridge;  120  miles.    Capital  stock,  $3,000,000. 

Incorporators — Justus  W.  Brockett,  St.  Joseph;  J.  Francis  Smith, 
St.  Joseph  ;  R.  T.  Davis,  St.  Joseph  ;  S.  H.  Sommers,  St.  Joseph  ;  Fred- 
erick Enderbrock,  St.  Joseph;  John  Townsend,  St.  Joseph ;  D.  Mc- 
Donald, St.  Joseph;  James  Hull,  St.  Joseph;  William  A.  Gunn,  Lex- 
ington ;  W.  B.  Johnson,  St.  Joseph  ;  J.  W.  Boyd,  St.  Joseph  ;  John  F. 
Tyler,  St.  Joseph ;  N.  J.  Riley,  St.  Joseph  ;  J.  L.  Bittinger,  St.  Joseph; 
W.  M.  Rush,  Jr.,  St.  Joseph. 
Filed  March  30,  189.;. 
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Terminal  Railroad  Association  of  St.  Louis  : 

Filed  notice  of  increase  of  capital  stock  from  $7,000,000  to  $12,- 
000,000,  April  17, 1893. 


Houck's  Missouri  and  Arkansas  Railroad  Co.: 

Organized  to  construct  a  standard-gauge  railroad  from,  in,  adja- 
cent or  near  to  the  city  of  Cape  Girardeau  to  a  point  within  the  town 
of  Morley,  Scott  county — 25  miles.    Capital  stock  $250,000. 

Incorporators — Louis  Houck,  Cape  Girardeau  ;  Leo.  Doyle,  Cape 
Girardeau;  E  F.  Blomeyer,  Cape  Girardeau;  Robert  G.  Ranney,  Cape 
Girardeau  ;  Robert  F.  Giboney,  Cape  Girardeau. 

Filed  April  19,  1893. 


Kansas  City  and  Atlantic  Railroad  Co.: 

Organized  to  construct  a  standard-gauge  line  from  Cainesville  in 
Harrison  county,  as  place  of  beginning  of  one  branch,  aud  a  point 
within  Schuyler  county  on  the  dividing  line  between  the  State  of  Mis- 
souri and  the  State  of  Iowa  eastwardly  from  Coatsville,  as  another  sep- 
arate and  distinct  place  of  beginning  another  branch  of  the  road,  and 
after  a  junction  of  said  branches  at  Smithville,  Clay  county,  on  the 
line  of  the  road  of  the  Chicago,  Kansas  City  &  Texas  Railway  Com- 
pany, at  which  last  named  place  the  line  of  the  proposed  road  con- 
nects, is  continuous  with  the  line  of  the  road  of  said  Chicago, 
Kansas  City  &  Texas  Railway  Company,  and  the  southwestern  termi- 
nus, which  is  described  as  follows,  to  wit:  a  point  on  the  west  line  of 
the  county  of  Jackson  adjoining  the  State  of  Kansas,  at  or  near  the 
dividing  line  between  sections  30  and  31,  in  township  49  north,  range 
33  west,  200  miles.    Capital  stock  $8,000,000. 

Incorporators — George  H.  Goddard,  Boston;  Horatio  Adams* 
Boston  ;  Stephen  Salisbury,  Worcester,  Mass. ;  Henry  E.  Bullard,  John 
Haigh,  John  J.  Hanson,  Horace  W.  Gilman,  Theodore  C.  Bates,  Arthur 
C.  Paine,  Stephen  M.  Crosby,  Hiram  Patch.  T.  Att water  Barnes,  J.  E. 
Tolmin,  Francis  Amory,  Francis  E.  Dana,  J.  B.  Elliott,  Geoffrey  P. 
Yost,  N.  F.  Wilds,  James  W.  Garrett,  Clay  E.  Lewis,  J.  G.  Harvey,  W. 
F.  Burns,  E.  J.  Penniman,  Gilmor  Meredith,  Franklin  J.  Morton,  A.  H. 
Schultz,  W.  Stuart  Walcott,  S.  W.  Goodin,  C.  A.  Fuller,  F.  T.  Pierce, 
Henry  T.  Waterbury,  Thomas  H.  Stryker,  Nelson  Beardsley,  Vernon 
T.  Stone,  Elisha  B.  Powell,  Francis  E.  Hamilton,  E.  E.  Hamilton,  John 
Lyman,  Charles  S.  Hutchinson,  G.  C.  Churchill,  E.  W.  Bardett,  Stillman 
White,  Eli  V.  Brewster,  J.  P.  Bartlett,  John  E.  Bielby,  E.  D.  Mathews, 
R.  H.  Shindel,  Byron  Thomas,  W.  F.  Walker,  Charles  W.  Slagle,  James 
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Y.  Wagner,  John  O.  Wheeler,  Walton  H.  Holmes,  Webster  Withers, 
Thomas  R.  Morrow,  John  W.  Phillips  and  Kenneth  McC.  DeWeese. 
Articles  filed  June  13,  1893. 


Mississippi  Eiver  &  Bonne  Terre  Railway  Co. : 

Filed  notice  of  increase  of  capital  stock  from  $300,000  to  $500,000, 
July  14,  1893. 


St.  Louis  Merchants'  Bridge  Railway  Co. : 

Amendment  to  third  paragraph  of  the  articles  of  association,  chang- 
ing-location  of  said  railway  in  the  city  of  St.  Louis. 

Filed  July  14,  1893. 


St.  Louis  Terminal  Railway  Co. : 

Leased  to  the  St.  Louis  Merchants'  Bridge  Terminal  Company  with 
assent  of  boards  of  directors  to  said  lease. 

Filed  July  14,  1893. 


Kansas  City  and  Atlantic  Railway  Co. : 

Purchased  and  acquired  all  the  properties,  franchises,  rights  and 
privileges  formerly  belonging  to  the  Kansas  City  Bridge  and  Terminal 
Railway  Company,  and  to  the  Chicago,  Kansas  City  and  Texas  Railway 
Company. 

Filed  July  18,  1893. 

St.  Louis  and  Kirkwood  Railroad  Co. : 

Organized  to  construct  a  standard-gauge  line  from  the  city  of  St. 
Louis  to  Meramec  Highlands,  10  miles.    Capital  stock  $100,000. 

Incorporators — John  Pitman,  Kirkwood;  Jeremiah  Fruin,  St. 
Louis  5  George  W.  Taussig,  Kirkwood ;  James  D.  Houseman,  Jr.,  St. 
Louis  county  ;  George  L.  Edwards,  Kirkwood. 

Articles  filed  September  12,  1893. 


Central  Railway  and  Terminal  Company  of  St.  Joseph,  Mo.: 

Notice  of  extension  of  road  from  present  northeastern  terminus 

at  Pattonsburg  to  a  point  on  the  Mississippi  river  opposite  the  city  of 

<<>uincy,  in  the  state  of  Illinois. 

Articles  filed  November  2,  1893. 


23 


JMississippi  River  &  Bonne  Terre  Railway  Oo. : 

Changing  gauge  of  road  from  narrow  to  standard  gauge. 
Articles  filed  November  4,  1893. 


St.  Louis  Merchants  Bridge  Terminal  Co.: 

Agreement  with  the  Terminal  Railroad  Association  of  St.  Louis. 
Filed  November  7,  1893. 


Missouri  River  &  Chicago  Railway  Co.: 

Organized  to  construct  a  standard-gauge  railroad,  commencing  at 
a  suitable  point  on  the  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Eastern  Railroad,  in  St. 
Aubert  township,  Callaway  county,  and  running  thence  in  a  northwest- 
erly direction  in  said  Callaway  county  through  or  near  the  city  of 
Fulton;  thence  in  a  northwesterly  direction  in  said  county  to  a  suita- 
ble point  in  Bourbon  township;  thence  westerly  into  Boone  county 
to  a  point  at  or  near  the  city  of  Columbia  ;  also  commencing  at  a  suita- 
ble point  on  the  aforesaid  railroad  in  Bourbon  township,  and  running 
theuce  in  a  northerly  direction  out  of  and  through  said  county  of  Cal- 
laway to  a  point  on  the  Wabash  railway's  line  between  Centralia, 
Boone  county,  and  Thompson,  Audrain  county  ;  and  thence  from  said 
point  in  a  northeasterly  direction  into  and  through  the  counties  of 
Audrain,  Monroe  and  Ralls,  to  the  city  of  Hannibal,  120  miles.  Capi- 
tal stock,  $L,200,000. 

Incorporators — Charles  H.  Hammett,  Kansas  City;  Lucius  J. 
Smith,  Kansas  City  ;  Mortimer  E.  Serat,  Kansas  City;  James  H.  Hark- 
less,  Kansas  City;  Edward  Austin,  Kansas  City;  Amzi  D.  Leech,  Kan- 
sas City ;  Richard  C.  Stripp,  Kansas  City. 

Articles  filed  December  7,  1893. 


St.  Charles  Terminal  Railroad  Co.  r 

Organized  to  construct  a  standard-gauge  railroad,  commencing  at 
a  point  in  the  city  of  St.  Charles,  on  the  west  side  of  the  track  of  the 
Wabash  Railroad  Co.,  at  or  near  Morgan  street,  and  between  Main  and 
Second  streets,  to  a  connection  with  the  St.  Charles  Car  Co.,  within 
the  enclosure  of  their  works ;  also,  commencing  at  the  same  point  of 
beginning  and  connecting  with  the  tracks  of  the  St.  Charles  Car  Co.,  in 
said  city  of  St.  Charles ;  thence  in  a  northeasterly  direction  to  a  point 
in  an  alley  where  the  same  crosses  Olive  street,  between  Main  and 
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Second  streets,  from  which  last  point  a  branch  of  said  railroad  shall 
be  constructed  in  a  westerly  direction  and  extending  to  Fourth  street, 
and  from  said  last-mentioned  point  in  said  alley  in  said  northeasterly 
direction  to  a  point  in  the  county  of  St.  Charles,  distant  500  feet,  more 
or  less,  beyond  the  city  limits  of  said  city  of  St.  Charles,  and  from  said 
last-mentioned  point  a  spur  extending  in  a  northeasterly  direction  to  a 
connection  with  the  line  of  railroad  of  the  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Eastern 
Eailroad  Co.,  and  from  said  last-mentioned  point  to  a  junction  with 
the  main  line  of  the  Wabash  Railroad  Co.,  at  a  point  in  said  county  of 
St.  Charles  1000  feet,  more  or  less,  north  of  the  passenger  depot  of 
said  Wabash  Eailroad  Co.,  3h  miles.    Capital  stock,  $40,000. 

Incorporators — Henry  B.  Denker,  James  G.  Lawler,  Charles,  W- 
Prosser,  B.  Franklia  Becker,  John  Pfeiffer,  St.  Charles. 

Filed  December  14,  1893. 


Bentonville,  Pineville  and  Northwestern  Eailroad  Co. : 

Organized  to  construct  a  standard-gauge  line  commencing  at  or 
near  the  town  of  Caverna,  to  a  point  at  or  near  the  town  of  Lanigan, 
on  the  Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  &  Calf  railway,  all  in  the  county  of 
McDonald,  16  miles.    Capital  stock,  $160,000. 

Incorporators — A.  C.  Walters,  Pineville ;  M.  M.  LaMance,  Pine- 
ville; J.  W.  Shields,  Pineville  ;  W.  E.  Smith,  Pineville;  W.  D.  Mauckr 
Bentonville,  Ark.;  C.  M.  Eobinson,  Bentonville,  Ark.;  George  F- 
Woolard,  Pineville ;  A.  W.  Noel,  Pineville  ;  O.  St.  John,  Pineville ;  M. 
E.  DeGroff,  Pineville ;  J.  P.  Caldwell,  Pineville. 
Articles  filed  January  15,  1894. 


St.  Louis  Merchants'  Bridge  Terminal  Eailway  Co. : 

Transfer  of  contract  with  the  Terminal  Eailroad  Association  of  St- 
Louis  to  the  St.  Louis  Terminal  Eailway  Co. 

Filed  January  17,  1894. 


Williamsville,  Greenville  &  St.  Louis  Eailway  Co.: 

Organized  to  construct  a  standard-gauge  line  from  a  point  in  the 
town  of  Williamsville  to  a  point  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Mississippi 
river,  100  miles.    Capital  stock,  $1,000,000. 

Incorporators — H.  N.  Holladay,  Williamsville;  Edward  S.  Orr,  St. 
Louis;  Fred.  A.  Wann,  St.  Louis;  W.  D.  Holliday,  St.  Louis;  C.  W. 
White,  Williamsville;  C.  A.  Haynie,  Williamsville;  Eli  Klotz,  Pied- 
mont. 

Filed  January  25,  1894. 
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Westport  and  Waldo  Railway  : 

Organized  to  construct  a  standard-gauge  line  from  a  point  at  or 
near  Kansas  City  to  a  point  at  or  near  Waldo,  all  in  Jackson  county 
8  miles.    Capital  stock  8200,000. 

Incorporators — Eli  S.  Young,  Kansas  City ;  George  Law,  Kansas 
City;  Charles  B.  Adams,  Kansas  City;  Lee  K.  Mooney,  Westport : 
Willard  E.  Winner,  Kansas  City. 

Articles  filed  February  16,  1894. 


Kansas  City  Suburban  Belt  Railroad  Co.: 

Filed  notice  of  increase  of  its  capital  stock  from  $2,750,000  to 
84,750,000. 

Filed  March  15,  1894. 


Greenfield  and  Northern  Railroad  Co.: 

Notice  of  extension  of  road  from  its  southern  terminus  at  Aurora, 
in  Lawrence  county,  in  a  general  southeasterly  direction  through  the 
counties  of  Lawrence,  Stone  and  Taney,  by  way  of  Galena  in  Stone 
county,  to  most  available  point  on  the  State  line  between  Missouri  and 
Arkansas  in  Stone  or  Taney  county,  a  distance  of  about  51  miles  ;  and 
from  the  present  northern  terminus  of  its  charter  at  Stockton,  in 
Cedar  county,  in  a  general  northerly  direction  through  the  counties  of 
Cedar,  St.  Clair  and  Vernon  to  the  most  available  point  on  the  line  of 
the  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  railroad  ia  either  of  the  counties  of 
St.  Clair  or  Vernon,  a  distance  of  about  46  miles. 

Filed  March  21,  1891. 


Kansas  City  and  Waldo  Co.  Railway : 

Organized  to  construct  a  standard-gauge  line  from  a  point  at  Kan- 
sas City  to  a  point  at  or  near  Waldo  Junction,  all  in  Jackson  county ; 
5  miles.    Capital  stock,  $50,000. 

Incorporators — Willard  E.  Winner,  Kansas  City ;  Charles  B.  Adams, 
Kansas  City;  George  Law,  Kansas  City;  Eli  S.  Young,  Kaunas  City;, 
James  R.  Anderson,  Kansas  city. 

Filed  April  2,  1894. 


Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  &  Gulf  Railroad  Company : 

Notice  of  increase  of  capital  stock  from  $3,300,000  to  $10,000,000. 
Filed  April  3,  1894. 
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Ohester,  Perry  ville,  Ste.  Genevieve  and  Farmington  Railroad  Company : 
Organized  to  construct  a  standard-gauge  line  from,  in,  adjacent  or 
near  the  city  of  Perry  ville,  to  a  point  near  or  within  the  town  of  Clary- 
ville,  said  town  being  situated  on  the  Mississippi  river,  opposite  the 
city  of  Ohester,  Illinois ;  thence  via  the  town  of  St.  Mary's  to  the  city 
of  Ste.  Genevieve  ;  30  miles.    Capital  stock,  $300,000. 

Incorporators — Louis  B.^Houck,  Cape  Girardeau ;  Leo  Doyle,  Cape 
Girardeau;  E.  F.  Blomeyer,  Cape  Girardeau;  Eugene  S.  McCarty,  Cape 
Oirardeau;  Eobert  G.  Eanney,  Cape  Girardeau. 
Articles  filed  April  19,  1894. 


Boonville  and  Glasgow  Railway  Company : 

Organized  to  construct  a  standard-gauge  line  from  Boonville  to 
Glasgow  ;  22  miles.    Capital  stock,  $250,000. 

Incorporators — M.  R.  Williams,  Salisbury ;  George  W.  Vaughn, 
Glasgow ;  H.  C.  Morehead,  Salisbury ;  W.  C.  Hickman,  Kansas  City ; 
H.  C.  Grove,  Glasgow. 

Filed  May  22,  1894. 


PART  III. 


OFFICIAL  CORRESPONDENCE 

AND 

ACTS  OF  THE  BOARD 
January  i,  1S93,  to  January  30,  1894. 


INSPECTIONS. 


KJorrcspo?idence  regarding  Physical  Conditio?!,  of  Railroads  in  JMissouri, 

and  Inspection  of  Sa?ne. 

April  6,  1893 — The  following  letter  was  written  to  R.  E.  Bicker, 

Gen'l  Supt.  St.  L.,  I.  M.  &  S.  Ry. : 

On  Thursday,  30th  ult.,  the  Commissioners  made  an  inspection  of  the  Potosi 
branch  St.  L.,  I.  M.  &  S.  Ry.,  formal  complaint  of  its  condition  having  been  filed 
in  this  office.  The  Commissioners  found  the  track  generally  to  be  in  a  fair  condi- 
tion— better,  in  fact,  than  they  had  been  led  to  expect.  There  are,  however,  a 
number  (20  to  30),  of  joints  between  Mineral  Point  and  Potosi,  which  are  in  a  dan- 
gerous condition,  the  ends  of  rails  being -worn  so  as  to  be  entirely  free  of  the  chairs 
and  entirely  without  spikes.  These  joints  should  be  attended  to  and  put  in  good 
condition  without  delay.  The  track  for  the  three-fourths  of  a  mile  just  east  of  Potos1 
needs  attention  and  should  be  lined  up  and  surfaced  as  soon  as  practicable.  The 
Commissioners  recommend  that  the  work  specified  above  be  done  at  once,  and  upon 
its  completion  their  judgment  is  that  the  track  of  the  Potosi  branch  will  be  in  good 
condition. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 
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April  8. — Following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  April  7,  1893. 
Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y,  Railway  &  Warehouse  Dep't,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir— ReplyiDg  to  your  letter  of  April  6,  relative  to  condition  of  the  Po- 
tosi  branch,  I  would  say  : 

I  have  not  given  that  branch  a  personal  insppction  for  some  time  past.  We 
have  recently  put  on  a  section  gang  to  make  the  necessary  repairs. 

The  first  of  next  week  I  will  give  the  matter  personal  attention,  and  see  that 
the  defects  mentioned  in  your  letter  are  corrected  as  soon  as  possible. 

Yours  truly, 

R.  E.  Ricker,  General  Superintendent. 

D.  Hardy,  Superintendent. 


INSPECTION  OF  ST.  LOUIS,  CAPE  GIRARDEAU  &  FT.  SMITH 

RAILWAY. 

April  10,  11,  12  and  13,  1893— Cape  Girardeau  to  Hunter,  94  miles. 

We  find  about  35  miles  of  this  line  to  be  in  very  poor  condition* 
although  somewhat  improved  since  last  inspection  had  by  the  Board. 
The  recommendations  of  the  Board  made  subsequent  to  that  inspec- 
tion have  been  carried  out  to  a  certain  extent  by  the  officials  of  the 
road.  At  the  date  of  the  inspection  above  referred  to,  that  portion  of 
the  track  between  Cape  Girardeau  and  Delta  was  found  to  be  in  the 
worst  and  most  dangerous  condition,  but  it  now  is  in  condition  to 
allow  the  transportation  of  passengers  with  reasonable  safety,  as  re- 
quired by  law.  The  ties  in  this  portion  of  the  track,  and  also  the 
trestles,  have  been  almost  entirely  renewed .  We  found  two  rotted 
caps  and  one  broken  batter-post  in  first  trestle  bridge  west  of  Cape 
Girardeau,  The  track  for  a  distance  of  about  four  miles  west  of  Little- 
field  is  badly  out  of  line  and  in  rather  an  unsafe  condition,  and  we 
recommend  that  in  passing  over  this  portion  of  the  track  the  speed  of 
trains  be  reduced  to  ten  miles  per  hour,  until  such  time  as  the  nec- 
essary repairs  shall  have  been  made.  We  consider  a  partly  filled 
trestle  one  mile  west  of  Chaonia  as  unsafe,  and  it  should  be  attended 
to  without  delay.  Speed  of  trains  crossing  this  trestle  should  not 
exceed  six  miles  per  hour,  until  proper  repairs  are  made,  either  by 
completing  the  fill  or  driving  new  piling.  In  the  cut  first  east  of  the 
tunnel,  near  Williamsville,  the  ditches  are  filled  as  high  as  top  of  rails. 
This  cut  should  be  thoroughly  ditched  as  soon  as  possible. 

The  attention  of  the  Superintendent  is  called  to  the  necessity  of 
having  new  piling  driven  for  the  east  approach  to  Black  River  bridge* 


29 


as  the  track  is  now  carried  on  a  cribwork  of  cross-ties,  which  can  easily 
be  torn  down  by  any  person  so  disposed,  endangering  the  lives  and 
persons  of  passengers.  We  require  that  this  new  piling  be  put  in 
without  delay,  being  in  our  judgment  absolutely  necessary  for  public 
safety. 

We  fully  appreciate  the  unfavorable  conditions  governing  the 
work  of  renewals  and  repairs  necessary  to  place  this  line  in  good  con- 
dition. The  management  are  doing  what  they  can  in  the  way  of  im- 
provements— their  great  want  being  money  with  which  to  do  the  work 
required.  The  line,  originally  constructed  under  most  unfavorable 
conditions,  has  had  a  struggle  for  a  mere  existence;  and,  under  all 
the  circumstances,  it  could  not  have  been  expected  that  the  line  should 
be  in  first-claes  condition  Considerable  work  in  the  way  of  renewals 
and  repairs  is  now  in  progress.  New  cross-ties  are  being  delivered, 
and  work  of  liniug  and  surfacing  track  being  done.  It  can  hardly  be 
expected,  under  present  circumstances,  however,  that  the  entire  line 
will  be  brought  into  anything  like  first-class  condition  in  less  than 
three  years'  time;  and  to  effect  this,  a  large  amount  of  new  material 
will  be  required.  We  are  satisfied  that  the  present  management  will 
do  all  in  their  power  to  keep  the  line  in  a  condition  rendering  it  rea- 
sonably safe  for  the  transportation  of  passengers. 

T.  J.  Hennessey, 
H.  W.  Hickman, 
James  Cowgill, 
Eailroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

April  14 — The  following  letter  was  written  Louis  Houck,  President 
Cape  Girardeau  &  Ft.  Smith  Railway  Co. : 

I  am  instructed  to  forward  you  the  enclosed  report  of  inspection  of  the  St. 
Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Ft.  Smith  R'y,  made  by  the  Commissioners  during  the 
present  week,  and  also  to  call  your  attention  to  the  following  order  of  the  Board, 
made  this  day : 

"In  the  matter  of  the  condition  of  track  and  bridges  of  the  St.  Louis,  Cape 
Girardeau  and  Ft.  Smith  R'y.    Inspection  ordered  April  6,  inst. 

"  Chairman  Hennessey  submitted  report  of  inspection,  which  was  read  and 
adopted.  It  is  ordered  that  a  copy  of  the  report  of  the  said  inspection  be  sent  to 
Mr.  Louis  Houck,  President,  etc,  and  that  he  be  notified  to  commence  and  com- 
plete, within  thirty  (30)  days  after  the  receipt  thereof,  the  work  of  renewals  and 
repairs  especially  noted  in  said  report,  and  that  every  effort  must  be  made  by  the 
management  of  the  said  railway  to  place  its  tracks  and  bridges  in  such  condition 
as  to  allow  the  transportation  of  passengers  with  reasonable  safety  ;  and  orders 
must  be  given  immediately  after  the  receipt  hereof  to  reduce  the  rate  of  speed  of 
trains,  as  recommended  in  the  aforesaid  report." 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 
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State  of  Missouri,  Railroad  &  Warehouse  Department,  1 
City  op  Jefferson,  August  9,  1893.  / 
Louis  Houck,  Esq.,  Receiver,  etc.,  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — On  Thursday,  the  3d  inst.,  the  Commissioners  were  at  Williams- 
ville,  and  made  an  inspection  of  the  east  approach  to  Black  river  bridge,  on  the 
line  of  the  St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Fort  Smith  railway. 

In  April,  1891,  an  inspection  of  the  bridge  approach  referred  to  was  made  by 
the  Commissioners,  and  reported  to  the  Superintendent  as  needing  immediate  at- 
tention, being  in  an  unsafe  condition.  Promise  was  then  made  by  the  Superin- 
tendent to  repair  said  approach  at  once. 

In  April,  1893,  inspection  of  the  east-approach  to  the  bridge  above  referred 
to  was  again  made  by  the  Commissioners.  In  their  report  of  said  inspection  they 
state  :  "The  attention  of  the  Superintendent  is  called  to  the  necessity  of  having 
new  piling  driven  for  the  east  approach  to  Black  river  bridge,  as  the  track  is  now 
carried  on  a  crib- work  of  cross-ties,  which  can  easily  be  torn  down  by  any  person 
so  disposed,  endangering  the  lives  and  persons  of  passengers.  We  require  that 
this  new  piling  be  put  in  without  delay,  being  in  our  judgment  absolutely  neces- 
sary for  public  safety."  The  Commissioners  regret  to  find  that  their  recommen- 
dations and  directions  regarding  this  bridge  approach  have  been  unheeded.  They 
find  the  track  on  approach  still  carried  on  the  crib-work  condemned  by  them  in 
April,  '91,  and  also  find  some  of  the  stringers  used  on  satd  approach  entirely  rotten 
and  utterly  unfit  for  use.  They  also  find  the  track  on  the  trestle,  east  of  bridge, 
to  be  in  an  unsafe  condition,  by  reason  of  insufficient  cross-ties.  The  small  num- 
ber of  cross-ties  used  on  this  trestle  are  improperly  spaced. 

Under  authority  of  section  26S5,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889,  the 
Commissioners  hereby  notify  you  that  portions  of  the  east  approach,  including 
about  one-half  mile  east  of  briidge,  to  the  bridge  over  Black  river,  on  the  line  of 
the  St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Fort  Smith  railway,  is  in  a  dangerous  condition, 
and  utterly  unfit  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  with  reasonable  safety,  and 
hereby  order  that  within  three  days  after  the  receipt  hereof,  you  commence  the 
renewal  of  the  said  bridge  approach,  either  by  tilling  up  the  crib- work,  or  by  pro- 
viding a  substantial  pile  trestle  in  place  of  said  crib-work,  and  that  said  work  of 
renewal  be  prosecuted  vigorously  and  without  delay,  and  completed  within 
twenty- one  days  after  the  commencement  thereof  They  also  order  that  cross-ties 
be  provided  immediately  for  the  trestle  first  east  of  Black  river  bridge,  and  that 
said  ties  be  placed  under  tracks  with  distance  of  fifteen  (15)  inches  between  cen- 
ters, and  securely  fastened  to  track  stringers. 

The  Commissioners  desire  that  you  notify  them  at  once  as  to  your  proposed 
action  in  the  matters  set  forth  above,  and  will  make  further  inspection  for  the 
purpose  of  seeing  that  their  orders,  as  hereinbefore  made,  are  fully  carried  out. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Very  respectfully, 

Secretary. 
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INSPECTION  OF  K.  0.,  F.  S.  &  M.  SYSTEM  IN  MISSOURI. 

Made  by  Comrs.  Hennessy  and  Cowgill,  Oat.  24,  25  and  26,  1893. 
We  are  gratified  to  be  able  to  pronounce  the  Kansas  City,  Fort 
Scott  &  Memphis  railroad  to  be  in  first-class  condition  in  every 
respect,  and  as  being  one  of  the  best,  if  not  the  very  best,  constructed 
railroads  in  Missouri — and  comparing  favorably  with  any  road  in  the 
eastern  states.  It  has  been  re-ballasted  with  Joplin  gravel,  placed  on 
the  original  broken  stone  ballast.  The  rails  are  seventy-five  (75)  pound 
steel,  and  have  clamp  splices,  which  require  no  nut-locks.  All  bridges,, 
up  to  100  feet  span,  are  steel-plate  girders,  riveted  throughout  and  set 
on  limestone  masonry.  Provision  is  made  against  accidents  from 
derailments  on  bridges  by  a  double  steel  guard-rail,  union  being  made 
at  ends  of  bridges  in  center  of  track.  The  bridges  of  spans  exceeding 
100  feet  are  in  first-class  condition,  all  of  them  being  steel-truss 
bridges. 

The  standard  station  houses  as  adopted  are  solid  and  substantial, 
and  will  meet  all  the  requirements  of  the  traveling  public.  Much 
work  has  been  done  in  straightening  the  line  and  in  taking  out  sags, 
which  not  only  reduces  the  cost  of  operation,  but  also  provides  against 
accidents.  The  road  is  generally  fenced  with  wire.  The  cattle-guards 
are  in  good  shape.  The  ditches  are  for  the  most  part  cleaned  out  and 
the  right  of  way  well  cleared  up. 

The  Kansas  City,  Clinton  &  Springfield  railroad  is  ballasted  with 
rough  broken  rock  and  is  in  a  reasonably  safe  condition,  as  are  also 
the  bridges  and  trestles,  and  the  station  houses  are  better  than  the 
average  for  branch  lines.  The  right  of  way  is  nearly  all  cleaned  up,, 
and  cattle-guards  and  fences  are  good. 

T.  J.  Hennessey, 
James  Cowgill, 
Bailroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 
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INSPECTION  OF  QUIKCY,  OMAHA  &  KANSAS  CITY  R.  W. 

(  West  Quincy  to  Trenton,  Mo. ,  134.51  miles.)  Made  in  pursuance  of  order  of  the 
Board  (recorded  May  2d  inst.),  by  Commissioners  Hennessey  and  Cowgill,  May 
11  and  12,  1S93. 

We  found  72  miles  of  track,  from  West  Quincy  to  Kirksville,  laid 
with  60-pound  steel  rails;  rails  in  good  condition.  The  grade  through 
West  Quincy  bottoms  has  been  raised  to  high-water  mark,  with  rip-rap 
protection.  All  trestles  have  been  recently  renewed  on  this  portion 
of  the  road,  and  are  in  a  perfectly  safe  condition.  About  seven-eighths 
of  the  bridges  between  Quincy  and  Kirksville  have  been  renewed. 
Piling  has  been  already  driven  and  timbers  are  delivered  for  further 
renewals,  with  a  sufficient  force  of  men  at  work  to  complete  renewals 
by  next  fall.  The  superintendent  assured  us  that  he  will  have  this 
work  completed  by  the  coming  fall,  and  there  is  abundant  indication 
that  he  will  do  so. 

The  track  from  Kirksville  to  Trenton  is  not  so  good  as  from  West 
Quincy  to  Kirksville.  The  iron  rail  originally  laid  down  is  still  in  use. 
The  track,  however,  is  well  surfaced  and  lined;  the  ditches  are  neatly 
cleaned  out,  and  ties  in  fairly  good  condition.  In  all,  92,000  ties  were 
put  in  on  line  during  the  year  1892.  In  addition  to  this,  40,000  ties 
have  been  ordered,  and  their  distribution  has  commenced.  There  are 
two  gangs,  of  eight  men  each,  engaged  in  the  work  of  rebuilding 
trestles.  Eepairs  to  station  buildings  are  also  in  progress.  About  40 
miles  of  the  line  are  unfenced.  There  are  no  road-crossing  whistling 
posts  put  up  on  line.  A  large  number  of  ties  recently  put  in  track 
have  not  the  proper  number  of  spikes. 

A  number  of  the  old  "stub"  switches  have  been  replaced  with 
"split"  switches,  and  arrangements  have  been  made  to  provide  entire 
line  with  "  split "  switches. 

We  are  satisfied  that  the  officers  of  the  Quincy,  Omaha  &  Kansas 
City  Eailway  Co.  are  doing  and  will  do  all  in  their  power  to  put  the 
entire  line  in  good  condition,  and  we  do  not  deem  it  necessary  to  make 
any  order  regarding  repairs  for  the  line,  excepting  as  regards  the  defi- 
ciency in  spiking  referred  to  above.  In  this  regard  we  recommend 
that  the  track,  where  laid  on  new  ties,  be  full  spiked  without  delay. 
We  also  recommend  that  whistling  posts  be  provided  for  all  public 
road  crossings.  With  the  exercise  of  proper  care  and  judgment,  the 
line  can  be  operated  with  safety  to  the  traveling  public. 

T.  J.  Hennessey, 
James  Cowgill, 
Eailroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  May  16, 1893. 
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CHICAGO,  BURLINGTON  &  QUINCY  RAILWAY. 

Report  of  track  and  investigation  of  transportation  facilities  on  Chicago,  Bnrling- 
ton  and  Quincy  railway,  main  line  and  branches,  made  by  Commissioners 
Hennessey  and  Cowgill,  November  8,  9  and  10,  1893. 

We  find  the  main  line  from  Kansas  City  to  St.  Louis  in  good  con- 
dition, laid  with  66-pound  rails,  well  spiked  on  sound  ties.  The  road- 
bed is  ballasted  with  "  gumbo,"  or  burnt  clay,  and  rides  very  smoothly 
with  little  noise.  The  bridges  are  principally  steel  trusses  of  the  latest 
design  and  pattern.  Some  of  the  shorter  spans  are  being  replaced 
with  steel-plate  girders.  The  roadway  is  well  fenced,  mostly  with  wire. 
Culverts  and  cattle-guards  are  in  good  condition,  and  the  depots  com- 
pare favorably  with  those  of  any  other  of  our  first-class  roads.  The 
equipment  and  service  are  also  first-class  in  every  respect.  This 
system,  with  its  branches  in  all  directions,  is  one  of  the  great  trunk 
lines  in  Missouri.  Owing  to  the  falling  off  in  freight  traffic  during  the 
late  financial  stringency,  the  management  have  found  it  necessary  to 
reduce  their  forces  to  a  minimum,  and,  for  this  reason,  the  right  of  way 
has  not  been  cleared  off  this  year,  the  track  hands  being  barely  suffi- 
cient to  keep  the  track  in  repair.  We  find  the  branches  in  a  reasonably 
safe  condition,  with  one  exception — on  the  C.  B.  &  K.  C.  About  15 
miles  of  this  track,  midway  between  Brookfield  and  Mendota,  should 
.  be  given  a  general  overhauling  and  relaid  with  steel  rails ;  and  until 
this  is  done,  we  recommend  that  the  speed  of  passenger  trains  be 
reduced  to  18  miles  per  hour. 

Inspection  of  Carrollton  branch  had  to  be  postponed  until  some 
future  date.  T.  J.  Hennessey, 

James  Cowgill, 

R.  R.  &  W.  Commissioners. 
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TEACK  INSPECTION  ST.  LOUIS  &  HANNIBAL  KAILWAY, 

FROM  HANNIBAL  TO  GILMORE, 
Made  by  Com'r  T.J .  Hennessey  on  December  22  and  23,  1893. 

This  is  the  fourth  inspection  of  this  line  made  by  ine  in  the  past 
four  years.  The  improved  physical  condition  of  this  road,  under  the 
direction  and  by  orders  of  the  Board  of  Kailroad  and  Warehouse  Com- 
missioners, is  very  gratifying  to  all  concerned,  and  will  prove  beneficial 
to  the  railroad  company  and  the  traveling  public  especially.  Four 
years  ago  1  found  this  road  in  an  absolutely  unsafe  condition,  with  134 
bridges,  trestles  and  culverts,  two-thirds  of  which  had  been  in  use 
over  twelve  years,  and  were  originally  of  cheap  construction.  These 
I  found  to  be  decayed  so  badly  as  to  be  unfit  for  travel  with  any 
degree  of  safety.  Piling  was  rotten,  especially  at  lower  ends  ;  the 
Bent  supports,  or  mud  sills,  a  great  many  of  which  are  oak  plank, 
were  in  a  like  condition ;  rotten  timbers  were  found  in  nearly  all  of 
them,  and  also  in  the  bridge  decking  and  guard-rails,  the  latter  being 
unfastened  and  strewn  in  every  conceivable  shape.  The  road-bed  and 
ties  were  also  in  a  very  unsafe  condition,  two-thirds  of  the  ties  being 
rotten.  Acting  upon  my  report  made  at  that  time  the  Board,  issued  an 
order  to  the  officials  of  this  road,  directing  them  to  at  once  take  the 
necessary  steps  to  have  the  road  put  in  a  safe  condition,  and  that 1 
such  repairs  be  commenced  and  completed  within  the  earliest  possible 
time.  The  earnings  of  the  road  being  very  light,  the  work  of  rebuild- 
ing and  repairing  was  not  pushed  as  vigorously  as  had  been  promised. 

The  Superintendent  having  been  removed,  and  further  complaints 
as  to  its  unsafe  condition  having  been  filed  with  the  Board,  it  was 
deemed  necessary  to  make  a  second  inspection  to  learn  as  to  how  far 
the  orders  of  the  Board  had  been  carried  out.  The  road-bed  was  found 
to  be  in  a  very  much  improved  condition,  50,000  ties  having  been  laid 
in  the  interim,  a  good  portion  of  the  track  surfaced  and  new  splices 
and  spikes  put  in  ;  but  a  great  many  bridges  and  trestles  were  in  the 
same  condition  as  when  first  inspected.  After  the  above  report  had 
been  submitted  and  discussed,  the  Board  issued  orders  to  Superinten- 
dent Kennedy  to  commence,  within  three  days  after  the  receipt  thereof, 
to  renew  or  thoroughly  repair  the  bridges  and  trestles  on  the  line  of 
the  aforesaid  railroad,  as  set  forth  in  previous  reports.  Alter  another 
set  of  officers  had  been  appointed  in  the  following  year,  Mr.  Jordan 
superseding  Mr.  Kennedy  as  Superintendent,  the  Commissioners  feel- 
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Ing  somewhat  uneasy  lest  some  accident  should  happen  that  might 
cause  loss  of  life  by  reason  of  negligence  upon  their  part  in  not  en- 
deavoring to  enforce  said  order,  a  third  inspection  was  made  in  Octo- 
ber, 1892.  An  order  was  made  and  addressed  by  the  Board  to  Mr. 
Jordan,  Superintendent,  calling  his  attention  to  the  unsafe  condition  of 
the  road,  especially  its  bridges,  trestles  and  culverts,  and  directing  him 
to  put  same  in  safe  condition  as  soon  as  possible.  On  receipt  of  said 
notification,  Mr.  Jordan  called  upon  the  Commissioners  in  regard  to 
the  matter,  and  after  considerable  talk  upon  the  subject,  Mr.  Jordan 
promised  to  prosecute  the  work  with  energy  and  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Board.  Above  order  was  withheld  from  publication  at  his  (Mr. 
Jordan's)  request,  he  claiming  that  such  publication  would  only  tend 
to  lessen  their  already  light  earnings,  and  thereby  lessen  their  ability 
to  do  the  work  required. 

Mr.  Jordon  has  done  and  is  doing  everything  possible  with  the 
means  at  his  command  to  put  this  road  in  a  perfectly  safe  condition 
by  next  June.  I  am  much  pleased  to  be  able  to  pronounce  it  now  in  a 
reasonably  safe  condition.  The  following  designated  trestles  and  cul- 
verts have  been  repaired  and  strengthened  sufficiently  to  enable  trains 
to  pass  over  them  in  safety  for  the  next  five  or  six  months,  or  such  time 
as  they  can  be  renewed,  which  will  not  be  long  if  the  work  now  going 
on  is  not  interrupted.  The  piling  is  being  continually  driven  and  mate- 
rial is  all  ordered.  Trestles  and  culverts  referred  to  above  are  Nos.  28, 
29,59,  74,  77,  79,  81,  83,  88,  104,  111,  113,  120,  125  and  128—15  in  all 
out  of  a  total  of  134. 

It  may  be  out  of  place  here,  but  I  cannot  help  complimenting 
Sup't  Jordan  and  his  lieutenant,  Mr.  Buckwald,  road  and  bridge-master, 
for  the  energy  and  ability  displayed  in  bringing  this  road  to  its  present 
condition  under  such  adverse  circumstances,  a  great  portion  of  it  hav- 
ing been  washed  out  last  spring.  There  has  been  more  accomplished 
in  the  past  year  than  was  in  the  three  years  preceding  it.  About  35,000 
ties  have  been  put  in,  11  miles  of  68-lb.  steel  rails  laid,  making  in  all  60 
miles  of  steel  rails.  The  remaining  20  miles  are  of  iron  rails,  which,  it 
is  expected,  will  be  replaced  with  steel  next  year.  All  the  bridge  floor- 
ing has  been  renewed,  with  the  exception  of  Salt  river  bridge,  which  is 
partly  done.  New  guard-rails  have  been  laid  on  nearly  all  bridges  and 
trestles. 

I  would  recommend  that  inasmuch  as  the  old  order  of  October  25, 
1892,  covers  all  structures  not  yet  completed,  the  officials  of  this 
road  be  notified  by  the  Board  that  a  strict  compliance  with  its  provi- 
sions will  be  expected.  Respectfully, 

T.  J.  Hennessey,  Chairman. 
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Jan.  2,  1894 — The  following  letter  was  written  : 

J.  A.  Jordan,  Gen.  Supt.  St.  Louis  &  Hannibal  R'y : 

I  am  instructed  to  call  your  attention  to  the  order  of  this  Board  of  October 
25,  1892,  and  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  expect  a  strict  compliance  on  the 
part  of  the  officials  of  the  said  railway  with  the  provisions  of  the  said  order,  re- 
lating to  renewals  and  repairs  of  structures. 


REINSPECTION  OF  THE  OMAHA  &  ST.  LOUIS  RAILROAD. 
By  Commissioners  Hennessey  and  Cowgill,  on  January  16,  1894 
The  last  inspection  of  this  line  was  made  September  2,  1892,  at 
which  time  the  road  was  found  to  be  in  a  very  unsafe  condition,  and 
was  so  reported  to  the  Board.  The  proper  officers  of  the  company- 
were  notified  accordingly,  and  ordered  to  commence  the  work  of  re- 
construction at  once.  We  are  much  pleased  to  be  able  to  state  in 
this  report  that  the  officers  have  complied  with  the  orders  of  the 
Board  in  every  respect,  and  with  the  exceptions  of  bridges  Nos.  1197, 
1113,  1108  and  1047,  and  trestle  No.  1059,  the  road  is  found  to  be  in  a 
reasonably  safe  condition,  and  as  good  as  can  be  expected  until  new 
and  heavier  steel  rails  are  put  in,  which  work  the  company  has  already- 
begun,  having  laid  five  miles  of  70-lb.  steel  rail  on  Pattonsburg  hill,, 
between  Pattonsburg  and  McFall.  We  find  the  road-bed  properly- 
surfaced,  alignment  good,  rails  well  tied  and  spiked,  and  splices  suffi- 
ciently bolted  and  tightened  up.  The  trestles  most  of  which  have 
been  rebuilt  within  the  past  two  years,  have  oak  guard-rails  and  are 
considered  good  and  safe,  with  the  exception  of  aforesaid  trestle  No. 
1059,  which  is  located  about  one  mile  east  of  Maryville.  This  trestle 
is  about  70  feet  high  and  507  feet  long.  We  find  that  the  lower  end& 
of  bottom  posts,  resting  on  the  sills  or  foundation,  are  considerably 
rotted.  Bottom  sections  should  be  renewed  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
bridges  hereinbefore  mentioned  and  numbered  are  wooden  Howe 
trusses,  and  have  been  in  use  over  nine  years.  The  Superintendent  of 
the  road  thinks  they  would  be  safe  for  two  years  longer.  We,  too,, 
think  they  might  possibly  last  for  that  length  of  time,  but  are  of  the 
opinion  that  it  would  be  assuming  great  risk  where  human  life  is  at 
stake.  We  therefore  recommend  that  the  Board,  at  its  next  meeting, 
make  an  order  requiring  the  proper  officials  of  the  company  to  com- 
mence, as  soon  as  the  necessary  material  can  be  furnished,  the  work 
of  rebuilding  the  trestle  and  several  bridges  above  designated. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

T.  J.  Hennessey, 
James  Cowgill. 
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January  23,  1894,  the  following  was  written  : 

J".  T.  Barnard,  Receiver,  Omaha  &  St.  Louis  railway  : 

Enclosed  herewith  you  will  liad  copy  of  report  of  inspection  of  Omaha  & 
St.  Louis  railway,  made  January  16th  inst.,  by  Commissioners  Hennessey  and 
Cowgill.  Your  attention  is  called  to  the  following  order  of  the  Commissioners 
made  this  day  : 

Ordered — That  the  Receiver  of  the  Omaha  &  St.  Louis  Railway  Company  be 
directed  to  commence  and  complete  as  soon  as  practicable  the  renewals  and 
repairs  of  certain  structures  on  the  line  of  the  said  railway,  as  designated  in  the 
report  of  the  inspection  of  said  railway  made  by  Commissioners  Hennessey  and 
Cowgill,  January  16,  1894 

Answered  by  Mr.  Barnard  that  the  orders  of  the  Board  would  be 
complied  with  as  soon  as  possible. 

On  January  25,  1894,  the  following  was  written  J.  F.  Barnard,  re- 
ceiver: 

Whilst  at  Stanberry,  on  the  16th  iost.,  the  attention  of  the  Commissioners 
was  called  to  the  inadequacy  of  the  freight-house  provided  for  the  traffic  of  that 
town.  It  would  seem  as  though  the  volume  and  importance  of  the  freight  traffic 
at  Stanberry  demanded  better  facilities  and  accommodations  than  as  furnished  at 
present,  the  freight  being  handled  in  an  old  box-car.  The  matter  is  one  concern- 
ing which  the  patrons  of  your  road  have  long  been  complaining,  and  to  which  the 
attention  of  the  former  General  Manager  was  several  times  directed  by  the  Com- 
missioners. Please  see  section  2622,  R.  S.  Missouri  (page  217,  report  herewith), 
for  the  law  in  regard  to  freight-houses.  The  Commissioners  recommend  that  you 
have  a  suitable  freight-house  built  at  Stanberry,  as  soon  as  you  can  find  it  practi- 
cable, which  theyhope  will  be  within  a  short  time.  The  building  of  a  freight-house, 
as  rec9mmended,  will  be  very  highly  appreciated  by  the  business  men  of  Stan- 
berry, and  will  add  to  the  good  feeling  already  existing  there  toward  your  effi- 
cient management  of  the  Omaha  &  St.  Louis  railway. 

By  order  of  the  Railway  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Answered  by  Mr.  Barnard  that  in  the  present  financial  condition 
of  the  Omaha  &  St.  Louis  railway,  it  was  difficult  to  keep  the  road  in 
proper  condition  ;  but  that  as  soon  as  circumstances  would  admit, 
freight-house  would  be  provided  at  Stanberry. 
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INVESTIGATION  OF  TRANSPORTATION  RATES  AND  SHIP- 
PING FACILITIES, 

AND  ALSO  INSPECTION  OF  TRACK 

On  line  of  the  Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  &  Gulf  railway  ( imde  March  6  and  7,  1894, 
by  Commissioners  Hennessey  and  Cowgill). 

The  mileage  of  this  line  in  Missouri  is  153.48  miles — commencing 
at  Grand  View,  Jackson  county,  on  line  of  the  Kansas  City,  Osceola 
&  Southern  railway,  and  extending  southerly  through  the  counties  of 
Jackson,  Bates,  Vernon,  Barton,  Jasper,  Newton  and  McDonald,  and 
into  Arkansas,  its  present  terminus  being  at  Siloam  Springs,  Benton 
county.  For  some  distance  the  line  is  in  Kansas.  It  is  the  intention  of 
the  Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  &  Gulf  company  to  extend  the  road  south 
to  the  seaboard  as  soon  as  practicable.  When  completed,  this  line  will 
be  shorter  by  250  miles  than  any  existing  lines  from  Kansas  City  to  the 
Gulf.  Extending  as  it  does  through  a  very  fine  agricultural  country, 
and  through  the  richest  coal  and  zinc  regions  of  Missouri  and  Kansas,, 
and  also  the  timber  lands  of  Arkansas,  the  prospects  of  the  road  for 
an  immediate  paying  traffic  seem  to  be  excellent.  Considering  the  fact 
that  this  is  a  newly  constructed  line,  it  is  in  most  excellent  condition- 
Its  track  is  laid  throughout  with  60-pouud  steel  rails,  on  3000  ties  to 
the  mile.  The  bridges  are  of  the  latest  improved  designs  and  of  the 
best  of  their  respective  classes,  built  upon  substantial  masonry.  Sta- 
tion houses  are  neat,  compact  and  substantantial  structures,  well 
adapted  for  the  purposes  for  which  they  are  intended.  Shipping  facili- 
ties are  as  good  as  could  be  desired.  The  line  is  fenced  for  its  entire 
length  excepting  in  towns.  Cattle-guards  are  put  in  at  all  road  cross- 
ings. 

Rates  are  reasonable  on  through  traffic,  and  the  local  rates  in  force 
generally  are  "statute"  rates,  which,  in  view  of  the  present  conditions, 
are  not  deemed  unreasonabte.  We  were  agreeably  disappointed  in 
finding  the  road  to  be  in  so  good  condition  generally,  and  see  no  rea- 
son to  doubt  that  it  will  soon  rank  among  the  very  best  roads  of  Mis- 
souri. 

T.  J.  Hennessey, 
James  Cowgill, 

Commissioners. 

Jefferson  City,  March  13,  1894. 
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TEACK    INSPECTION,     INVESTIGATION    INTO  FREIGHT 
RATES,  SHIPPING  FACILITIES,  ETC., 
Of  the  Wabash  Railway  lines  in  Missouri,  Oct.  8,  9  and  10,  1894. 

The  Commissioners  find  it  to  be  gradually  approaching  a  state  of 
perfection.  It  is  safe  to  say  that  inside  of  one  year  from  this  date  that 
all  permanent  improvements  will  have  been  made.  Two-thirds  of  the 
main  line  is  already  ballasted  with  gumbo  (burnt  clay).  It  is  elastic 
and  noiseless,  free  from  vegetation,  and  is  no  new  experiment,  having 
been  tried  on  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  and  the  Hannibal  & 
St.  Joseph,  and  has  proven  to  be  a  success.  Their  standard  rail  is  70 
pounds  steel ;  the  bridges  are  of  the  latest  improved  pattern  and  are 
found  to  be  in  first-class  condition.  When  completed  the  Wabash  will 
be  the  fastest  line  in  Missouri,  being  naturally  so,  having  no  heavy 
grades  to  contend  with  nor  curves  to  strike. 

The  St.  Charles  bridge  is  one  of  the  finest  structures  in  the  West ; 
the  approaches  have  been  doubly  strengthened,  having  a  double  guard 
rail  as  a  protection  against  derailment. 

The  Columbia  branch,  of  which  complaint  was  made  some  four 
years  ago  as  to  its  unsafe  condition,  has  been  entirely  rebuilt  and  is 
now  in  first-class  condition.  The  service  could  not  be  better.  Three 
trains  per  day  are  run  between  Centralia  and  Columbia.  The  people 
of  Columbia  expressed  themselves  as  being  much  pleased  with  the 
management.  The  facilities  for  housing  and  handling  freight  are 
ample  and  complete. 

Their  Union  Depot  hotel  and  eating  house  at  Moberly  is  the  most 
substantial  and  elegant  of  any  in  the  interior  of  the  State.  All  the 
other  station  houses  are  uniform  in  appearance  and  size,  modern  struc" 
tures,  painted  inside  and  out.  They  were  found  to  be  clean  and  neat 
inside. 

Their  division  yards  in  Moberly  are  the  most  convenient  and  com- 
plete of  any  outside  of  St.  Louis  in  the  State.  All  the  old  side-tracks 
have  been  taken  out  and  rebuilt  and  lengthened.  The  right  of  way  is 
cleared  off  all  over  the  system.  Cattle-guards  are  in  good  condition ; 
road  fenced  with  wire,  and  in  good  repair. 

The  Glasgow  branch  has  been  lately  overhauled,  and,  with  the  ex-  . 
ception  of  about  one-half  mile  at  Salisbury,  is  in  a  safe  condition.  The 
shipping  facilities  on  this  branch  at  Glasgow  have  been  greatly  im- 
proved by  reason  of  track  extension  along  the  river  front  to  business 
center. 
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The  North  division,  and  from  Moberly  to  Coatsville  and  branch 
from  Brunswick  to  Pattonsburg,  as  far  as  safety  is  concerned,  are 
fully  up  to  the  requirements  of  the  law. 

This  report  includes  all  the  lines  in  Missouri,  with  the  exception 

of  terminal  yards  in  the  city  of  St.  Louis, 

*  T.  J.  Hennessey, 

James  Oowgill, 

Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 


FREIGHT  RATES. 


Jan.  31,  1893— The  following  letter  was  written  to  W.  0.  Stith, 
O.  F.  A.,  etc.: 

Id  December  last,  about  8th  of  that  month,  two  "  I "  beams,  or  girders,  were 
shipped  from  St.  Louis  to  Marshall,  Mo  ,  consigned  to  Bourne  &  Porter,  via  Mo. 
P.  Ry.  Beams  were  39  ft.  in  length,  weighing  in  all  2345  lbs.  Owing  to  length  of 
beams,  two  cars  were  no  doubt  necessary,  and  two  were  used.  The  freight  charge 
was  $80  00,  beiDg  for  two  minimum  car-loads  at  20  cents  per  100  lbs.  Taking  the 
weight  and  value  of  beams  into  consideration,  the  charge  seems  to  be  excessive. 
Will  you  look  into  the  matter,  and  make  such  adjustment  as  may  be  found  proper? 

To  the  foregoing  the  following  reply  was  received,  Feb.  25: 

Marshall,  Mo.,  Feb.  24,  1893. 
Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec.  State  Board  Ky.  Commissioners,  Jetferson  City,  Mo,: 

Dear  Sir— Referring  to  your  letter  of  Jan.  31,  in  which  you  cell  our  attention 
to  charges  assessed  on  shipment  iron  beams  from  St.  Louis  to  Marshall,  Mo.,  I 
find,  upon  investigation,  that  collection  of  $80.00  was  made,  this  being  our  mini- 
mum charge  for  two  cars  between  the  points  named.  If,  in  your  opinion,  this 
charge  was  unreasonable,  would  be  glad  to  have  you  advise  what  you  consider  a 
fair  and  reasonable  compensation  for  the  service  performed. 

Yours  truly, 

W.  C.  Stith,  G.  F.  A. 

February  28,  1893— The  following  letter- was  written  Mr.  Stith: 

*  *  *  *  In  reply  to  your  favor  of  the  24th  inst  ,  relating  to  charges 
on  two  iron  beams  from  St.  Louis  to  Marshall,  Mo.,  I  am  instructed  to  state  that, 
considering  the  circumstances  governing  the  transportation  of  the  beams,  a  total 
charge  of  $49.90  would  be  reasonable,  and  the  Commissioners  recommend  an  adjust- 
ment of  the  rate  as  collected  in  accordance  therewith. 

After  some  farther  correspondence  the  following  letter  was  re- 
ceived from  Mr.  Stith : 

March  11,  1893. 

Mr.  James  Harding,  Secretary  Board  of  R.  R.  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo  : 
Dear  Sir— Referring  to  the  claim  of  J.  A.  Boyer  for  overcharge  on  iron 
beams,  St.  Louis  to  Marshall. 

Mr.  Tustin  advises  that  he  has  instructed  agent  at  Marshall  to  adjust  the 
matter.  His  claim  No.  is  34534  E.  I  therefore  hope  that  by  the  time  this  com- 
munication reaches  you,  it  will  have  been  satisfactorily  disposed  of. 

Yours  respectfully, 

W.  C.  Stith,  G.  F.  A. 

The  adjustment  was  made  as  reported,  and  was  entirely  satisfac- 
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February  25,  1893 — The  following  was  written  Howard  Elliott, 
G.  F.  A.  : 

I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  are  of  the  opinion  that  in 
the  matter  of  complaint  of  Mr.  Killam,  of  Wintield,  Mo.,  regarding  overcharge  on 
shipment  of  mixed  live-stock  from  that  point  to  St.  Louis,  and  concerning  which 
the  Commissioners  had  a  conversation  with  you,  the  amount  claimed  by  him,  being 
three  dollars  ($3.00),  should  be  paid  him.  They  have  so  informed;Mr.  Killam,  and 
he  no  doubt  will  apply  to  you  for  the  rebate.  I  am  also  instructed  to  state  in  re- 
gard to  difference  in  rate  between  river  points  and  St.  Louis,  and  between  points 
on  your  line  not  on  river  and  St.  Louis,  a  smaller  charge  being  made  for  the  longer 
haul,  that  the  judgment  of  the  Commissioners  is  that  your  tariffs  should  be  revised 
so  as  to  equalize  the  rates  to  all  points. 

February  4th  the  following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  February  3,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— 1  have  yours  of  February  2d,  about  complaint  made  by  Mr.  Killam, 
of  Winfield,  Mo. 

If  he  or  you  will  send  me  the  papers,  I  shall  be  very  glad  indeed  to  look  into 
the  matter,  and  adjust  it. 

In  regard  to  general  question  of  rates  up  and  down  the  river,  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  have  given  instructions  to  have  these  tariffs  gone  over  and  revised,  so  that 
the  rates  are  in  no  case  higher  for  short  distances  than  for  long. 

This  work  will  probably  be  completed  in  a  few  days,  and  1  shall  then  take 
pleasure  in  sending  you  the  revised  tariffs. 

There  are  only  a  few  cases  where  there  are  any  discrepancies. 

Yours  truly, 

Howard  Elliott. 

February  15 — The  following  was  received  : 

Neosho,  Mo.,  Febuary  14,  1893. 
Missouri  State  Railway  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Gentlemen— At  the  suggestion  of  Attorney  M.  E.  Benton,  we  write  to  ask 
what  steps,  if  any,  you  would  advise  us  to  take  in  the  matter  of  rates  on  ties  from 
points  on  the  K.  C,  Ft.  Smith  &  Southern  railway  to  St.  Joseph,  Mo.  There  is 
only  one  point  (Sulphur  Springs,  Ark.  )  on  the  line  but  would  come  underthe  laws 
of  Missouri. 

The  rates  now  in  effect  on  our  ties  (applying  on  all  oak  lumber)  is:  Wade* 
10c;  Splitlog,  11c;  Anderson,  12c;  Lanogan  and  Rutledge,  13c ;  Noel,  14c;  to  St. 
Joe,  Mo.  ;  all  these  stations  are  in  Missouri,  Sulphur  Springs,  Ark.,  15c. 
These  rates  are  joint  with  the  Missouri  Pacific  railway.  Can  you  give  us  any  re- 
lief? The  rate  now  in  effect  from  Wade,  of  10c  per  100,  would  be  a  reasonable 
rate. 

We  are  also  shipping  to  Joplin,  Mo.  (5000),  on  which  we  pay  12$o  per  tie,  re- 
fusing to  let  the  lumber  rate  apply  to  this  point,  while  they  do  apply  the  lumber 
rate  from  the  same  stations  on  the  St.  Joe  shipments. 

Will  you  kindly  give  us  some  relief  in  these  matters,  at  once,  as  we  have 
waited  until  shipments  have  commenced,  hoping  the  railway  company  would  give 
us  what  we  wanted.  Yours  truly, 

McLeod  &  McGinnis. 
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February  20,  1893 — Answered  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  The  Kansas  City,  Nevada  A  Ft.  Smith  R'y  is  a  road  in  class 
"C"  as  provided  by  statute,  and  in  accordance  with  rulings  of  the  Board,  entitled 
to  charge  statute  rates  for  transportation  of  freight  and  passenger.  The  rate  on- 
cross-ties  (See  Section  2675,  Revised  Statutes,  page  243  of  report  herewith)  is 
$8  00  per  car-load  of  20,000  pounds  ( Commissioners'  ruling  sustained  by  the  Su- 
preme Court ),  or  four  cents  per  100  pounds  for  any  distance  not  exceeding  25  miles ,. 
and  for  distances  exceeding  25  miles  and  up  to  50,  $14  00  per  car  or  7  cents  per  100 
pounds.  For  excess  in  weight  over  20,000  pounds,  same  rate  per  100  pounds  would 
apply.   It  is  illegal  for  that  company  to  charge  more  than  as  stated  above. 

February  25 — The  following  was  received  : 

Neosho,  Mo  ,  Feb.  23,  1893. 
Jas.  Harding,  Esq.,  Sec'y  R.  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — Yours  of  the  20th  inst.  at  hand.  In  writing  you  on  the  tie  question 
rates  we  overlooked  writing  you  about  some  ties  we  have  at  Seligman,  Mo.,  which 
we  want  to  ship  to  St.  Joe,  Mo. 

We  understand  the  lumber  rate  to  St.  Joe  from  Seligman  is  13£c.  Can  we 
compel  the  "Frisco-Santa  Fe "  to  move  ties  at  a  less  rate  than  this  ?  Can  they 
charge  a  higher  than  lumber  rate,  even  if  they  have  a  tie  rate  in  effect? 

Yours  truly, 

McLeod  &  McGinnis. 

Answered  February  28,  1893,  as  follows : 

*  *  *  *  There  is  nothing  in  the  law  to  prevent  a  lower  rate  on 
lumber  than  on  ties.  The  only  question  would  be  as  relates  to  the  reasonableness 
of  the  rate  on  ties.  The  law  refers  to  maximum  rates,  which  cannot  be  exceeded, 
but  there  is  no  restriction  whatever  as  regards  rates  lower  than  the  maxima  on  any 
class  of  commodities. 

The  rate  on  ties  between  the  points  named  should  not  ordinarily  exceed  lum- 
ber rates,  but  the  conditions  and  circumstances  may  differ  materially  as  affecting 
the  shipments  of  the  two  commodities.  Of  these  the  Board  of  course  cannot  judge, 
not  being  informed  concerning  them. 

April  3,  1895 — The  following  was  received  : 
To  the  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  for  the  State  of  Missouri  : 

Your  petitioners,  McLeod  &  McGinnis,  respectfully  state  that  they 
are,  and  have  been  for  a  long  time  prior  to  this,  partners,  doing  a 
general  lumber  and  railroad  tie  business,  with  their  headquarters  at 
Neosho,  Newton  county,  Mo.,  and  are.citizens  of  said  city  and  county. 
That  on  the  10th  day  of  February,  A.  D.  1892,  the  St.  Louis  &  San 
Francisco  Railway  Co.  and  the  "Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  rail- 
road" issued  a  "joint  through  freight  tariff,"  applying  on  classes  and 
commodities  between  Kansas  City  and  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  Atchison  and 
Leavenworth,  Kansas,  and  stations  in  Missouri  and  Indian  Territory 
on  the  "  St.  Louis  &  San  Francisco  railway,"  and  that  said  tariff  wa& 
made  effective  February  22,  1892. 

That  by  the  terms  of  said  tariff  the  lumber  rate  was  made  fifteen 
cents  per  one  hundred  pounds  from  Seligman,  Mo.,  to  all  of  first-named 
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points  on  the  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  railroad,  in  car  lots.  That 
in  the  special  instructions  in  said  joint  tariff,  under  head  of  lumber 
rates,  among  other  things,  said  road  ties  were  specially  given  the  lumber 
rate. 

That  your  petitioners,  long  after  said  tariff  was  in  force,  and  with 
knowledge  that  said  tariff  was  in  force,  to  wit,  in  the  fall  of  1892,  con- 
tracted for  and  bought  a  large  number  of  ties,  to  wit,  between  eight 
thousand  and  ten  thousand  ties,  not  far  from  the  town  and  depot  at 
Seligman,  on  the  line  of  the  St.  Louis  &  San  Francisco  railway,  for 
shipment  to  points  named  in  said  tariff,  on  the  Atchison,  Topeka  & 
Santa  Fe  railroad,  and  paid  therefor  the  sum  of  twenty-five  cents  per 
tie,  relying  on  the  terms  of  the  tariff  aforesaid. 

That  your  petitioners  contracted  and  sold  said  ties,  hereinbefore 
named,  for  delivery  at  the  city  of  St.  Joseph,  Missouri,  for  the  price 
and  sum  of  52  cents  per  tie,  and  pledged  the  delivery  of  said  ties. 
That  said  ties  were  made  a  few  miles  from  Seligman,  and  near  the  line 
of  the  Eureka  Springs  railway,  and  your  petitioners,  after  such  con- 
tract for  purchase  and  sale  as  aforesaid,  learned  that  said  tariff  here- 
inbefore named  did  not  cover  the  Eureka  Springs  railroad,  but  that 
said  last  named  road  would  charge  three  cents  per  tie  for  their  haul. 
That  meanwhile,  and  without  notice  to  petitioners,  and  after  their  ties 
were  bought  and  sold  and  ready  for  shipment,  to  wit,  February  7, 
1893,  there  was  issued  an  amended  joint  tariff  on  through  freight  on 
the  two  [roads  hereinbefore  named,  eliminating  ties  from  the  list  of 
articles  taking  lumber  rates,  shown  on  page  8  of  tariff  made  effective 
22d  day  of  February,  1892,  and  leaving  your  petitioners  and  others 
without  any  tariff  rate  on  railroad  ties. 

That  your  petitioners  applied  to  the  general  office  of  the  St.  Louis 
and  San  Francisco  railway  for  a  rate  for  the  shipment  of  their  ties, 
made,  purchased  and  sold  as  aforesaid,  and  were  offered'  a  rate  of  27 
cents  per  tie  from  Seligman,  Mo.,  to  Girard,  Kansas,  which  is  less  than 
one-third  of  the  haul  necessary  to  be  made  from  Seligman  to  St.  Jo- 
seph, thus  making  the  rate  prohibitory.  That  afterward  your  petition- 
ers applied  to  the  freight  traffic  department  of  the  Atchison,  Topeka 
<&  Santa  Fe  railroad  for  a  reasonable  rate  for  the  shipment  of  said  ties 
to  St.  Joseph.  That  on  the  21st  day  of  March,  1893,  your  petitioners 
received  from  the  General  Freight  Agent  of  said  Atchison,  Topeka  & 
Santa  Fe  railroad  a  letter,  a  copy  of  which  is  herewith  attached, 
marked  Exhibit  "A,'7  in  which  your  said  petitioners  were  offered  a  rate 
of  56  [cents  per  standard  tie  from  Seligman  to  St.  Joseph,  when  in  car 
loads— said  tariff  or  rate  to  cover  the  short  haul  over  the  Eureka 
Springs  railway. 
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Your  petitioners  submit  to  the  Board  that  such  a  rate,  so  offered,, 
is  unjust,  unreasonable  and  inhibitive.  That  they,  the  petitioners,  paid 
25  cents  per  tie  to  have  said  ties  made ;  that  they  sold  said  ties  for  de- 
livery at  St.  Joseph,  at  a  fair  price,  to  wit,  52  cents  per  tie  ;  that  the 
rate  so  offered  to  petitioners,  of  56  cents  per  standard  tie,  would  make 
the  cost  of  said  ties  to  your  petitioners  81  cents  per  tie;  and,  therefore, 
a  total  loss  of  29  cents  per  tie. 

Your  petitioners  state  that  it  is  not  their  desire  or  intention  to 
make  any  more  contracts,  or  to  purchase  any  more  ties  for  shipment 
from  along-  that  branch  of  said  t:  Frisco  line."  That  the  contracts  of 
purchase  and  sale  were  made  with  the  idea  that  the  lumber  rate  would 
cover  the  entire  haul  of  said  ties;  that  they  will  not  make  any  further 
purchase  of  ties  in  that  territory  if  they  can  be  given  a  reasonable  rate 
on  the  ties  they  now  have  ready  for  shipment:  that  is,  not  more  Chan 
10,000  ties. 

Your  petitioners  respectfully  submit  that  as  said  ties  so  purchased 
and  sold  under  a  misapprehension  of  all  the  facts,  at  25  cents  purchase 
price,  and  52  cents  selling  price,  and  having  to  pay  3  cents  per  tie  over 
the  Eureka  Springs  railroad,  that  12  cents  per  100  pounds  would 
be  a  reasonable  rate  from  Seligman  to  St.  Joseph,  thus  making  said 
ties  cost  your  petitioners,  laid  down  at  place  of  sale,  48  cents  per 
tie. 

Your  petitioners,  therefore,  respectfully  ask  your  Board  to  take 
their  case  up  and  enter  into  a  correspondence  with  the  road  or  roads 
first  named  in  the  within  and  foregoing  petition,  to  the  end  that  the 
freight  named  may  be  shipped  for  a  reasonable  sum,  and  that  you  use 
all  your  powers  as  a  board  in  the  interest  of  petitioners,  citizens  of 
Missouri,  and  for  such  other  relief  as  petitioners  are  entitled  to  have. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

McLeod  &  McGinnis. 

Exhibit  "A." 

Topeka,  Kan.,  March  21, 1893. 

Messrs.  McLeod  &  McGinnis,  Neosho,  Mo.  : 

Gentlemen— In  accordance  with  requestrfrom  our  freight  traffic  manager,  Mr. 
J.  A.  Hanley,  I  take  great  pleasure  in  quotiDg  you  a  rate  of  56  cents  per  standard 
tie  from  Seligman  to  St.  Joseph,  when  in  car  loads. 

I  believe  that  this  letter  will  furnish  you  all  the  information  requested  in  yours 
of  March  2,  1893,  to  Mr.  Hanley. 

I  would  like  to  be  advised  if  this  rate  is  used,  in  order  that  the  necessary  in- 
structions can  be  issued  to  protect,  as,  at  the  present  time,  we  have  no  through 
rate  published. 

This  rate  will  apply  from  all  points  on  Eureka  Spgs  R'y.  Minimum  weight  for 
car  load,  30,000  pounds.  Yours  truly, 

F.  C.  Gay. 
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April  5, 1893— Matter  was  referred  to  Mr.  F.  0.  Gay,  G.  F.  A.,  etc., 
in  letter  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  Herewith  is  enclosed  copy  of  complaint  filed  with  this  Board 
regarding  rates  on  railroad  ties  from  Seligman  to  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  and  to  which 
your  atteution  is  requested. 

The  Board  recommend  an  adjustment  of  the  matter  by  making  a  rate  on  the 
lot  of  ties  specified  in  complaint,  in  accordance  with  tariff  in  force  February  22, 
1892,  being  15  cents  per  100  lbs.  As  the  Board  understand  the  case,  it  is  one  which, 
if  not  adjusted,  they  would  be  requiied  unGer  the  laws  of  this  State  to  bring  before 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  for  hearing,  and  to  prosecute  the  same  to  a 
final  determination  through  the  Attorney-General  of  the  State. 

April  25 — Reply  was  received  as  follows  : 

Chicago,  April  22, 1893. 
James  Harding,  Esq.,  Secretary  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Department,  State  of 
Missouri,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir — Your  letter  of  April  5,  addressed  to  Mr-  Gay,  General  Freight  Agent 
at  Topeka,  Kansas,  enclosing  copy  of  complaint  filed  with  your  honorable  Board 
by  McLeod  &  McGinnis,  in  relation  to  the  rate  on  ties  from  Seligman  to  St.  Joseph, 
has  been  received. 

The  matter  will  receive  our  early  attention,  and  a  formal  answer  will  be  made 
as  soon  as  possible. 

Yours  truly, 

J.  A.  Hanley. 

May  2,  1893,  the  following  was  written  Mr.  Hanley  : 

*  *  *  Referring  to  your  letter  of  April  22d  regarding  rate  on  ties 
from  Seligman  to  St.  Joseph,  complained  of  by  McLeod  &  McGinnis,  of  Neosho, 
1  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  General  Attorney  of  the  St.  Louis  &  San  Fran- 
cisco railway  informed  Commissioner  Hennessey  that  the  rate  as  published,  and 
under  which  McLeod  &  McGinnis  purchased  the  10,000  ties  at  Seligman,  and 
which  they  desire  to  ship  to  St.  Joseph,  would  be  made  for  the  lot  of  ties  in 
question.  Please  inform  the  Board  what,  if  any,  action  has  been  taken  in  the 
matter. 

May  12th,  the  following  reply  was  received  : 

Chicago,  May  10,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  &  W.  Com'rs  ,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  beg  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  favor  of  the  2d  inst.  relative 
to  complaint  made  by  McLeod  &  McGinnis  of  Neosho  relative  to  rates  on  ties. 

Your  information  to  the  effect  that  the  rate  as  formerly  published  and  as 
claimed  by  McLeod  &  McGinnis  will  be  protected,  is  correct.  For  further  informa- 
tion in  regard  thereto,  I  would  refer  you  to  the  officials  of  the  Frisco  line  in  St. 
Louis,  who  will  take  steps  to  issue  the  necessary  tariff  etc. 

I  further  understand  that  Mr.  Kenna  will  see  the  Commissioners  at  Jefferson 
City  some  time  this  week,  and  probably  dispose  of  the  matter  so  far  as  the  Com- 
mission is  concerned. 

Yours  truly, 

J.  A.  Hanltcy. 
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May  11,  1893 — The  following  was  received : 

St.  Louis,  May  10,  1893. 

Hon.  James  Harding, 

Secretary  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  : 

Dear  Sir— Referring  to  yours  of  April  5tb,  last,  to  Mr.  F.  0.  Gay,  General 
Freight  Agent,  Topeka,  Kan.,  with  which  you  submitted  a  complaint  of  Messrs. 
McLeod  &  McGinnis,  of  Neosho,  Mo.,  regarding  the  rate  on  ties  from  Seligman  to 
St.  Joseph,  Mo.  In  your  communication,  referred  to  above,  you  make  use  of  the 
following  language:  "  The  Board  recommends  an  adjustment  of  the  matter  by 
making  the  rate  on  the  lot  of  ties  above  specified,  in  complaint,  in  accordance  with 
tariff  in  force  February  22,  1892,  being  15  cents  per  100  pounds,"  etc. 

For  your  information  bes:  to  advise  that  upon  receipt  of  papers  in  this  com- 
plaint from  the  Atchison  officials,  we,  through  one  our  representatives,  made  pro- 
position to  Messrs.  McLeod  &  McGinnis,  to  the  effect  that  as  the  rate  had  been 
recommended  by  your  honorable  Board ,  we  would  carry  it  out  and  arrange  to  have 
rate  notice  issued,  covering  the  ties  they  now  nave  on  band,  and  which  they  claim 
in  their  petition  were  purchased  on  basis  of  a  rate  of  15  cents  per  100  pounds,  from 
Seligman  to  St.  Joseph,  Mo. 

For  your  further  information,  beg  to  state  that  Messrs.  McLeod  &  McGinnis 
now  claim  a  lower  rate  than  the  one  recommended  by  your  honorable  Board.  As 
we  have  offered  to  carry  out  the  recommendations  as  expressed  in  your  letter  to 
General  Freight  Agent  Gay,  and  as  Messrs.  McLeod  &  McGinnis  have  declined  to 
accept  this  rate  on  the  shipment  referred  to  in  their  complaint,  we  are  at  a  loss  to 
know  how  further  to  proceed,  and  would,  therefore,  ask  the  service  of  jour  Board 
n  the  matter. 

We  feel,  however,  that  as  the  rate  on  which  the  gentlemen  claim  they  based 
their  purchase  was  15  cents  per  100  pounds,  and  that  the  rate  was  recommended 
by  your  Board  to  our  company,  that  the  shippers  should  be  willing  to  abide  by 
your  decision,  which  we  will  very  cheerfully  carry  out. 

Awaiting  further  advices,  we  are, 

Very  respectfully, 

G.  W.  Cale. 

May  17,  the  following  was  written  Mr.  M.  E.  Benton,  attorney  for 
McLeod  &  McGinnis  : 

*  *  *  The  Commissioners  approved  and  recommended  a  rate  of  15 
cents  per  100  lbs.  from  Seligman  to  St.  Joseph  on  lot  of  some  10,000  railroad  ties 
belonging  to  McLeod  &  McGinniss,  concerning  which  you  had  a  conference  with 
the  Commissioners  and  subsequently  filed  petition. 

Mr.  Cale,  Freight  Traffic  Manager  St.  Louis  &  San  Francisco  Railway  has 
been  notified  of  action  of  the  Board,  regarding  the  ties  question,  and  will  make 
shipment  or  rate  as  specified,  at  any  time  desired  by  McLeod  &  McGinniss. 

Following  was  also  written  Mr.  Cale,  same  day  : 

*  *  *  The  Commissioners  have  notified  Mr.  Banton,  at  Neosho,  at- 
torney for  McLeod  &  McGinniss,  of  the  approval  and  recommendation  by  the 
Board  of  a  rate  of  15  cents  per  100*  lbs.  on  lot  of  some  10,000  railroad  ties  from 
Seligman  to;  St.  Joseph,  the  said  ties  being  the  property  of  McLeod  &  McGinnis. 
Mr.  Banton  was  notified  that  you  would  order  shipment  of  ties  on  rate  as  speci- 
fied, at  any  desired  by  owners. 
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May  19,  the  following  was  received : 

St.  Louis,  May  18,  1893. 
Hon.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  of  R.  R.  &  W.  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  am  in  receipt  of  yours  of  the  17th  inst.,  wherein  you  advise  that 
you  are  instructed  to  inform  me  that  the  Commissioners  have  notified  Mr.  Banton 
at  Neosho,  attorney  for  McLeod  &  McGinnis,  of  the  approval  and  recommenda- 
tion by  your  Board  of  the  rate  of  15  cents  per  100  lbs.  on  lot  of  some  10,000  rail- 
road ties  from  Seligman  to  St.  Joseph,  said  ties  being  the  property  of  McLeod  & 
McGinnis. 

In  reply  thereto  will  state  that  we  will  at  once  issue  rate  notice  covering  this 
shipment  on  the  basis  outlined  above.  Yours  truly, 

G.  W.  Cale. 


In  March,  1894,  McLeod  &  McGinnis  made  complaint  of  unreason- 
able charges  made  by  the  Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  &  Gulf  K'y  for  trans- 
portation of  railroad  ties  to  St.  Joseph,  Mo. 

The  matter  was  referred  to  R.  Gentry,  Vice-President,  in  letter  as 
follows,  March  13  : 

I  am  instructed  to  call  your  attention  to  a  complaint  made  by  Messrs.  McLeod 
&  McGinnis,  of  Neosho,  Mo.,  of  rates  charged  them  on  railroad  ties  from  points  in 
Missouri  to  St.  Joseph,  Mo.  it  seems  that  the  parties  referred  to  made  a  contract 
for  the  delivery  of  75,000  ties  at  St.  Joseph,  basing  the  same  on  rates  as  shown  in 
joint  freight  traffic  No.  119,  effective  October  21,  1893.  Amendment  No.  2  to  said 
tariff,  January  25,  1894,  and  effective  February  5,  1894,  canceled  rates  made  in 
joint  freight  tariff  119,  as  applying  to  lumber  and  articles  taking  lumber  rates. 
The  effect  of  this  amendment  No.  2,  was  to  make  a  rate  of  11  cents  per  100  pounds 
on  ties  from  points  in  Missouri  below  Wade,  to  Kansas  City,  being  your  local  tariff 
rate,  whereas,  in  tariff  119  the  through  rate  to  St.  Joseph  from  same  points  was 
but  11  cents.  This,  of  course,  would  add  the  local  rate  on  ties  from  Kansas  City  to 
St.  Joseph,  to  the  11-cent  rate  to  Kansas  City,  making  the  aggregate  rate  a  pro- 
hibitory one. 

The  Commissioners  are  aware  that  they  cannot  enforce  a  joint  tariff  between 
the  K.  C  ,  P.  &  G.  and  other  lines,  but  are  of  the  opinion  that  McLeod  &  McGinnis 
have  grounds  for  complaint  by  reason  of  their  contract  for  delivery  of  ties  at  St. 
Joseph,  based  on  your  joint  freight  tariff  No.  319.  Of  course  this  matter  is  one 
which  would  have  to  be  determined  by  the  courts  unless  adjustment  could  other- 
wise be  made,  but  the  Commissioners  think  it  probable  you  may  see  the  justice  of 
the  claim  of  McLeod  &  McGinnis  for  the  11-cent  rate  to  St.  Joseph,  so  far  as  it 
relates  to  the  number  of  ties  contracted  for  by  them— 75,000  in  all.  They  request, 
therefore,  that  you  give  this  matter  your  consideration,  hoping  you  maybe  able 
to  arrive  at  a  satisfactory  adjustment  of  the  same. 

March  20— Reply  was  received  from  Mr.  Gentry,  as  follows : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  March  19,  1894. 
Hon.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  W.  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Your  letter  of  March  13th  is  duly  to  hand  and  carefully  noted.  I 
will  look  into  the  matter  of  complaint  of  McLeod  &  McGinnis  in  regard  to  tie  rate, 
and  hope  it  may  be  amicably  adjusted. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Kiciiaiu)  Gentry,  Second  Vice-President. 
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April  17,  1894 — A  letter  was  received  from  McLeod  &  McGinnis, 
snaking  iDquiry  as  to  the  status  of  their  complaint. 
Answered  April  19,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  qd  March  13,  ult.,  a  letter  was  written  Mr.  R.  Gentry,  2d  Vice- 
Preiident,  etc  ,  in  regard  to  your  complaint,  stating  that  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Board  you  had  grounds  for  your  complaint,  by  reason  of  your  contract  for  deli/ery 
of  ties  at  St.  Joseph,  baeed  upon  joint  tariff  No.  119,  K.  C,  P.  &  G.  R.  R. ,  and 
that  the  claim— the  11  cents  rate  to  St.  Joseph— was  just,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the 
number  of  ties  contracted  for,  viz.:  75,000  in  all.  On  March  20,  a  letter  was  re_ 
ceived  from  Mr.  Gentry,  stating  that  he  would  look  into  the  matter  and  hoped  for 
an  amicable  adjustment.  Since  this  time  Mr.  Gentry  has  not  been  heard  from.  Let- 
ter has  been  written  him  today  asking  his  immediate  attention  to  letter  from  this 
-office  of  13th  ult. 

April  23,  the  following  was  received: 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  April  21,  1894. 
'Hon.  James  Harding,  Secretary  Board  of  R.  R.  and  W.  H.  Commissioners,  Jef- 
ferson City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— Your  letterof  April  13  is  duly  received  and  noted.  1  had  supposed 
that  the  complaint  of  McLeod  &  McGinnis  had  been  fully  settled,  from  the  fact  that 
having  no  ties  of  their  own  of  any  consequence,  they  were  compelled  to  buy  the 
ties  from  others,  and  therefore  contracted  with  other  parties  having  the  ties  on  our 
line  of  road,  for  the  delivery  at  St.  Joseph  of  all  the  ties  they  claimed  to  have  sold 
at  that  point.  Most  of  these  ties  have  already  been  shipped,  and  the  remainder 
are  being  shipped  at  our  regular  local  tariff  rates  to  Kansas  City. 
,  I  find,  upon  examination,  that  McLeod  &  McGinnis  have  only  about  3000 
ties  of  their  own  on  ;our  road,  and  2000  of  these  are  culls  and  have  been  on  the 
ground,  the  most  of  them,  for  a  year  or  more.  We  are  ready  and  willing  to  ship 
these  ties  at  our  tariff  rates,  the  same  as  others  are  paying,  whenever  tney  are 
ready  to  ship  them. 

We  are  a  new  road  struggling  to  make  operating  expenses,  and  our  principal 
source  of  revenue  is  from  our  tie  and  timber  business,  and  we  must  have  fair  com- 
pensation for  handling  these  shipments. 

Trusting  that  this  explanation  of  the  situation  will  be  satisfactory  to  the  Com- 
missioners, 1  remain 

Yours  very  respectfully, 

Richard  Gentry, 

Second  Vice-President. 

The  following  was  written  in  the  absence  of  the  Commissioners,  to 

state  their  views  of  the  matter  as  understood  by  their  Secretary  : 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.  April  26, 1894. 

Messrs.  McLeod  &  McGinnis,  Neosho,  Mo. : 

Gentlemen— A  letter  has  been  received  at  this  office  from  Mr.  R.  Gentry,  2nd 
Vice-President  K.  C,  P.  &  G.  R.  R.  Co.,  in  regard  to  the  matter  of  rates  on  ties, 
referred  by  you  to  the  Commissioners.  The  letter  merely  states,  so  far  as  the  sub- 
ject of  rates  is  concerned,  that  the  K.  C,  P.  &  G.  R.  R.  must  have  a  fair  compen- 
sation for  handling  the  tie  and  timber  business.  To  this,  of  course,  there  can  be 
no  objection  ;  whilst  there  may  be  differences  of  opinion  regarding  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  rates  now  in  force. 
R  R  C— 4 
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As  the  Commissioners  understand  the  matter  presented  by  you,  your  desire 
is  to  have  the  joint  tariff"  rates  restored  as  shown  in  joint  tariff  K.  C.,  P.  &  G.  R. 
R.,  No.  119,  as,  basing  your  estimates  on  the  said  rates  on  ties  from  K.  C,  P.  &  G. 
points  to  St.  Joseph,  you  made  a  contract  January  9,  1894.  for  the  delivery  of  a 
large  number  of  ties  at  St.  Joseph,  and  that  afterward,  taking  effect  February  5, 
1894,  the  joint  tariff  rate  was  withdrawn  and  a  local  rate  of  12  cents  per  100  pounds 
to  Kansas  City  put  in,  which  rate,  added  to  the  local  rate  on  K.  C. ,  St.  J.  &  C.  B. 
R.  R.  would  be  prohibitory. 

The  Commissioners  do  not  doubt  that  the  K.  C. ,  P.  &  G.  R.  R.  had  the  right 
to  cancel  a  joint  tariff"  rate.  The  law,  as  they  understand  ir,  does  not  require  rail- 
roads to  make  such  rates,  but  merely  requires  if  such  joint  tariff's  are  made  the 
rates  must  be  reasonable.  That  you  suffered  damage  by  reason  of  the  withdrawal 
of  the  through  rate  is  plain.  Whether  the  rates  made  in  joint  tariff  No.  119,  and 
upon  which  you  based  your  contract  for  the  delivery  of  ties  at  St.  Joseph,  should 
beheld  to  be  in  force  so  far  as  your  contract  is  concerned,  is  a  legal  question 
which  this  Board  can  not  decide.  That  there  is  an  equity  in  your  claim  is  very 
clear,  and  all  the  more  if  it  can  be  established  that  the  through  rate  was  with- 
drawn for  the  purpose  of  preventing  you  from  delivering  the  ties  contracted  for. 

From  October  21,  1893,  until  February  5,  1894,  the  rates  for  the  transporta- 
tion of  ties  from  points  on  the  K.  C. ,  P.  &  G.  R  R.  to  St.  Joseph  were  as  shown 
in  joint  tariff"  No.  119.  After  that  time  the  local  rate  of  12  cents  per  100  pounds 
from  such  points  to  Kansas  City  was  in  force,  being  a  little  lower  than  .statute 
rates. 

There  is  no  evidence  whatever  in  this  office  to  show  that  the  rate  of  30  cents 
per  tie,  as  quoted  you  by  Mr.  Donohue,  October  14,  as  taking  effect  October  25, 
was  ever  legally  made.  On  the  contrary,  the  records  show  that  the  joint  tariff 
rates  were  in  effect  from  October  21,  1893,  to  February  5,  1894  Nor  is  there  any- 
thing to  show  that  the  rate  of  20  cents  per  tie,  as  quoted  you  by  Mr.  Martin,  Jan- 
uary 23,  1894,  was  legally  made. 

If  you  shipped  any  ties  to  St.  Joseph  from  October  21, 1893,  to  February  5, 1894, 
and  were  charged  anything  more  than  the  rate  as  shown  in  joint  tariff  No.  119, 
such  charge  was  illegal  and  in  direct  violation  of  the  law. 

If,  after  February  5, 1894,  you  were  charged  anything  more  than  12  cents  per 
100  pounds  on  ties  shipped  to  Kansas  City,  such  charge  was  illegal. 

If  it  can  be  shown  that  any  party  or  parties  have,  in  any  manner,  been  given 
any  preference  in  the  transportation  of  ties  by  the  K.  C. ,  P.  &  G.  R.  R.  Co.,  the 
said  company  is  liable  to  penalty. 

Should  you  desire  that  this  Board  take  up  the  matter  of  reasonableness  of  the 
rates  now  in  force  on  the  K.  C,  P.  &  G.  R.  R.  for  the  transportation  of  ties,  or 
make  inquiry  into  any  question  of  discrimination,  a  hearing  of  either  or  both  mat- 
ters will  be  had  on  formal  complaint  made  by  you. 

Very  respectfully, 

James  Harding. 

May  22,  1894— The  following  was  received  : 

Neosho,  Mo  ,  May  19,  1S94. 

To  the  Hon.  Railroad  Commissioners  of  Missouri : 

The  undersigned,  Messrs.  Mcl  eod  &  MeGinnis,  respectfully  represent  to  your 
honorable  body  that  they  are  and  have  been  engaged  in  the  business  of  buying, 
making  and  shipping  railroad  ties  along  the  line  of  the  Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  & 
Gulf  R.  R. ,  at  points  south  of  Joplin,  Mo.   The  said  road  furnishes  the  only  avail- 


51 


able  means  of  transportation  for  the  territory  they  are  working  in.  The  under- 
signed therefore  desire  to  enter  complaint  before  your  body  as  to  unjust  discrimina- 
tion by  said  road  against  these  complainants,  and  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  the 
advanced  rates  for  ties  now  in  force,"  and  submit  the  following  facts  as  a  basis 
therefor : 

These  complainants  on  January  9,  1894,  made  a  contract  for  the  delivery  of  a 
large  number  of  ties  at  St.  Joseph,  Mo.  At  that  time,  and  for  some  months  pre- 
vious, joint  tariff  K.  C,  P.  <fc  G.  R.  R.  No.  119,  herewith  enclosed,  was  in  force. 
Also  on  January  23. 1894,  E.  L.  Martin,  representing  that  road,  in  answer  to  inquiry, 
refused  to  give  other  favors  asked,  but  offered  the  regular  tariff  rates  for  expected 
shipment  of  a  large  number  of  ties.  Relying  on  the  said  joint  tariff  No.  119,  and 
the  statement  of  Mr.  Martin  for  that  road,  these  complainants  had  made  and  pur- 
chased about  10,000  ties  for  shipment  over  said  railroad  to  St.  Joseph.  After  said 
ties  were  so  made  and  purchased  and  ready  for  shipment,  said  road,  on  January  25, 
1894,  withdrew,  or,  rather,  amended  said  joint  tariff  No.  119,  to  take  effect  February 
5,  1S94,  so  as  to  withdraw  the  rates  on  ties  only.  Said  road  then  substituted  a  local 
rate  of  12  cents  per  100  lbs.  to  Kansas  City,  which  rate,  added  to  the  local  rate  of 
the  K.  C,  St.  J.  &  C.  B.  R.  R.  and  other  K.  C.  &  St.  J.  roads,  is  practically  pro- 
hibitory. Thus  these  complainants  have  left  on  their  hands  about  10,000  ties,  made 
and  bought  with  a  view  to  shipment  under  the  then  existing  rates.  Said  ties  can- 
not now  be  shipped  at  the  advanced  rates  without  great  loss.  It  is  apparent  that 
the  change  in  the  joint  tariff,  made  on  January  95,  was  made  to  prevent  the  further 
shipment  of  railroad  ties  by  these  complainants.  It  is  therefore  asked  that  the 
above  matters  be  inquired  into,  and  that  said  road  be  required  to  ship  the  10,000 
ties  now  on  our  hands  at  the  rates  we  were  induced  to  rely  upon  at  the  time  the 
same  were  made  and  bought  by  us.   Enclosures  are  herewith  sent. 

Respectfully, 

McLkod  &  McGinnis. 

May  22,  the  following  was  written  to  James  Donohue,  G.  F.  A.,  K. 
C,  P.  &  G.  R'y.: 

MeLeod  &  McGinnis  were  also  notified  of  the  hearing  appointed 
for  June  5th  : 

Formal  application  for  a  hearing  in  the  matter  of  complaint  of  MeLeod  &  Mc- 
Ginnis, of  Neosho,  Mo.,  vs.  The  Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  &  Gulf  Railway  Co.,  on 
account  of  alleged  discrimination  and  unreasonable  charges  in  the  transportation 
of  railroad  ties,  has  been  file d  in  this  office.  A  copy  of  the  application  is  enclosed 
herewith. 

I  am  instructed  to  inform  you  that  a  hearing  of  the  matter  above  referred  to 
will  be  had  by  the  Commissioners  on  Tuesday,  June  5th,  next,  at  9  o'clock  a.  nj.,  at 
the  office  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  "Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. ,  at 
which  hearing  you  are  expected  to  be  present. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  23,  1894. 
Hon.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  &  Warehouse  Dept.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  beg  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  favor  of  the  22d  inst.,  in  re- 
gard to  a  complaint  made  by  Messrs.  MeLeod  &  McGinnis,  of  Neosho,  and  would 
state  that  arrangements  have  been  made  with  those  gentlemen  to  move  the  10,000 
ties  in  controversy. 

The  cars  for  the  same  are  being  supplied  at  the  present  time,  and  everything 
is  now  perfectly  satisfactory. 
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Under  these  conditions,  I  presume  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  have  the  hearing 
of  the  matter  on  June  the  5th,  next,  as  stated  in  your  letter. 

If  you  have  not  already  heard  from  McLeod  &  McGinnis  as  I  have  stated 
herein,  will  you  not  kindly  take  the  matter  up  with  them,  so  that  my  statement  to 
you  may  be  corroborated  and  make  it  unnecessary  for  me  to  go  to  Jefferson  City. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Jas.  Donohue,  G.  F.  &  P.  A. 

May  26 — The  following  letter  was  written  to  McLeod  &  McGinnis  : 

In  letter  dated  23d  inst.,  from  Mr.  James  Donohue,  G.  F.  A.,  etc.,  regarding 
your  complaint  against  the  Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  &  Gulf  Railway  Company,  he 
says:  "  *  *  *  and  would  state  that  arrangements  have  been  made  with  those 
gentlemen  to  move  the  10,000  ties  in  controversy.  The  cars  for  the  same  are  being 
supplied  at  the  present  time,  and  everything  is  now  perfectly  satisfactory.  Under 
these  conditions,  I  presume  it  wiil  not  be  necessary  to  have  the  hearing  of  the 
matter  on  June  5th  next,  as  stated  in  your  letter." 

"Please  state  if  adjustment  of  the  matter  is  satisfactory  to  you,  for,  if  such  be 
the  case,  further  action  will  be  unnecessary." 

May  26,  1894,  the  following  was  received : 

Neosho,  Mo.,  May  25,  1894. 
James  Harding,  Esq.,  Sec'y  Ry.  Com'rs.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Yours  22  dreceived.  Mr.  Martin,  President  K.  C.  P.  &  G.  railway, 
has  promised  us  that  the  question  of  rates  on  the  ties  will  be  made  satisfactory, 
thus  avoiding  any  hearing  ou  the  question  before  your  Board.  We  will  begin  the 
shipment  of  these  ties  in  a  day  or  two,  and  hope  everything  will  be  as  satisfactory 
as  Mr.  Martin  promises.  We  thank  you  for  prompt  action  in  taking  this  matter 
up  for  us.  Yours  truly, 

McLeod  &  McGinnis. 

Arrangement  was  satisfactory  and  complaint  dismissed. 


May  23,  1894,  the  following  was  received  : 

Liberty,  Mo.,  May  22,  1894. 

Judge  Cowgill : 

Dear  Sir — Enclosed  you  will  find  duplicate  freight  receipt  showing  I  shipped 
two  cars  sheep  on  Hannibal  railroad.  1  ordered  double  deck  ;  they  furnished  two 
single  decks  instead  and  charged  regular  freight  on  both  loads.  The  freight  1  paid 
was  $10  per  car  for  both  cars,  and  1  claim  rebate  for  one  car.  Will  you  please  at- 
tend to  this  and  oblige,  Yours  truly, 

W.  W.  Williams. 

Same  day,  letter  was  written  Howard  Elliott,  G.  F.  A.,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  I  am  instructed  by  the  Commissioners  to  inquire  if  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  R.  R.  Company  to  disregard  the  require- 
ments of  the  law  relating  to  the  transportation  of  sheep  in  single-deck  cars.  See 
sections  2698,  2599  and  2G0O,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  18S9.  I  am  also  in- 
structed to  state  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners,  an  overcharge  of  $10 
was  made  on  the  shipment  of  sheep  covered  by  expense  bill  herewith,  and  they 
recommend  that  said  amount  of  overcharge  be  paid  to  Mr.  Williams. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 
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May  28,  1894,  the  following  was  received : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  May  26,  1894. 
James  Harding.  Sec'y  R.  R.  &  W.  Dep't,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Dear  8ir— Your  letter  of  May  23d  enclosing  a  claim  presented  by  W.  W.  vv n- 
liams,  on  shipments  of  sheep  for  Kansas  City,  is  received,  and  E  have  referred  all 
papers  to  our  General  Counsel,  Judge  Spencer,  of  St.  Joseph,  as  you  bring  up  cer- 
tain questions  over  which  I  do  not  have  jurisdiction. 

We  do  not  desire  or  intend  to  disobey  the  requirements  of  any  law  of  the 
land.  Yours  truly, 

Howard  Elliott. 

Matter  is  still  under  consideration.  The  question  involved  is  as 
to  the  application  of  the  law  regulating  rates  to  the  Hannibal  &  St. 
Joseph  R.  R.,  that  company  claiming  exemption  from  State  regulation. 


February  8,  1803 — Tbe  following  was  referred  to  the  Board  by 
Hon.  H.  F.  Knippenberg,  of  St.  Charles  county: 

Foristell,  Mo.,  Feb.  5,  1893. 

Mr.  H.  F.  Knippenberg,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — I  received  your  letter  and  send  you  statement  of  what  the  R.  R.  Co. 
charges  for  shipping  stock  from  this  point. 

Straight  load  of  hogs,  15,000  pounds  at  10  cents— 515  00 
44  cattle,  19,000  44  9  "  =17  10 
11     sheep,  10,000      44       13    "    =  13  00 

They  require  you  to  pay  for  the  above  limits  whether  you  have  them  in  cars  or 
not,  and  if  you  have  over-weight  you  are  charged  the  same  rate  for  all  over  weight 
which  1  think  is  unjust  ;  they  might  charge  for  over- weight,  but  I  don't  think  they 
ought  to  charge  the  fall  rate. 

Cattle  and  hogs  mixed,  19,000  pounds  at  10  cents=$19  00 

Hogs  and  sheep     "       15,003      44        13    "    =  19  50 

Cattle  and  sheep    44       19,000      44        13    44    =  24  70 

The  above  rates  are  23  and  30  ft.  cars,  which  are  the  same.  You  are  required 
to  pay  for  the  highest  limit  and  the  highest  rate  for.stock  mixed;  now  for  34-ft. 
cars  the  rate  is  the  same,  but  the  limits  are  greater. 

Straight  load  of  hogs,  17,000  pounds  at  10  cents=$17  00 
44  cattle,  22,000  4  4  9  4  4  =19  80 
4k     sheep,  12,000      4  4       13    44    =  15  60 

Now,  for  mixed  in  34-ft.  you  pay  the  following : 

Cattle  and  hogs,  mixed,  22,000  pounds  at  10  cents=$22  00 

Cattle  and  sheep,     44     22,000       '  4        13    4  4    =  2S  60 

Hogs  and  sheep,       44     17,000       4  4        13    4  *    =  22  10 

Hope  you  will  succeed  in  doiDg  something  about  this,  as  they  charge  entirely 
too  much  on  the  stock  ;  don't  make  much  difference  how  near  a  man  lives  to  St. 
Louis,  as  they  charge  very  little  more  from  Kansas  City  than  they  do  from  here. 
Trusting  this  will  be  satisfactory, 

I  remain  as  ever,  yours  truly, 

Emmet  Foristell. 
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List  of  freight  charges  on  stock  by  Wabash- Western  R.  R.  from  Foristell,  Mo.,  to  St.  Louis, 

a  distance  of  48  miles. 


Straight  hogs,  15,000  pounds  at  10  cents  , 

Hogs  and  sheep,  15,000    "       33  11   

Hogs,  sheep  and  cattle,  19,000  pounds  at  ]3  cents. 

€attle  and  sheep,  19,000  pounds  at  13  cents  , 

Cattle  and  hogs,  19,000    "         10     "   , 

Straight  cattle,     19,000    «•  9  »«   

11     sheep,     10,000    11         13  '«   


$15  00 
19  50 
24  70 
24  70 
19  00 
17  10 
13  00 


This  has  to  be  paid  for  the  car-load,  30-ft.  car,  whether  the  weight  is  shipped 
or  not;  and  if  weight  exceeds  this  limit,  the  shipper  has  to  pay  same  per  hundred 
for  all  excess,  and  33-ft.  cars  are  rated  1500  pounds  more,  34-ft.  2000  pounds  more, 
36-ft.  3000  pounds  more,  with  same  price  per  hundred  as  30-ft.  cars. 

Yours  truly, 

E.  M.  Pringly,  stock  and  grain  shipper. 

Wentzville,  St.  Charles  Co.,'  Mo.  ,  Feb.  2,  1893. 
To  Hon.  H.  F.  Knippenburg,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

The  undersigned,  citizens  and  stock  dealers  of  St.  Charles  county,  Missouri, 
beg  leave  to  submit  to  you,  and  through  you  to  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad 
and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  the  following  complaints  and  grievances,  and  we 
ask  that  they  be  considered  and  the  proper  remedies  applied. 

We  are  43  miles  from  St.  Louis.  The  Wabash  Railway  Company's  charges  for 
stock  from  here  to  St.  Louis  is  as  follows : 


Character  of  stock. 

Size  of  car. 

28  or  30  ft. 

34 

Sheep,  8£  

Hogs,  8£  

Cattle,  8 J  

Cattle  and  hogs   

Sheep  and  hogs  ,  

Sheep,  hogs  and  cattle  and  sheep  and  cattle 


$13  00 

$14  30 

15  00 

16  00 

17  00 

19  50 

19  00 

20  50 

19  50 

20  80 

24  70 

20  65 

We  think  these  rates,  especially  on  mixed  loads,  exorbitant  and  extortionate. 
The  shipper  of  one  car  only  gets  transportation  to  market.  He  is  compelled  to  pay 
bis  return  fare.  The  caboose  is  detached  from  the  train  at  Luther,  about  three 
miles  from  the  stock-yards,  and  the  shipper  must  walk  or  find  other  modes  of 
transportation,  or  must  take  the  engine  or  on  top  of  cars. 
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We  think  these  grievances  ought  to  be  remedied,  especially  as  we  understand 
other  roads  in  the  State  furnish  cheaper  rates  aDd  better  accommodations  for  like 
service.  N.  S.  Wade. 

Wm.  Armling. 

Wm.  H.  Hill. 

John  Cunningham. 

J.  H.  Dyer. 

J.  C.  Johnson. 

Foristell,  Mo.,  February  4,  1S93. 
.  This  is  to  certify  that  we,  the  undersigned,  stock-dealers  and  shippers  of 
Foristell,  Mo.,  have  frequently  shipped  mixed  stock  in  one  car,  and  that  about  the 
unform  difference  in  freight  charges  of  such  shipments  was  $5.00  per  car-load. 
The  undersigned  M.  L.  Travis  made  a  shipment  February  2,  1893,  of  hogs  and 
sheep  in  one  car.  Combined  weight,  9670  pounds;  freight  on  same  was  $19.50, 
Straight  car-load  of  sheep  would  have  been  $13  00;  straight  car-load  of  hog3  would 
have  been  $15.00  ;  weight  as  considered  a  car-load,  15,000  pounds.  From  this  you 
will  see  that  the  above  described  car-load  was  not  overloaded ;  and  furthermore,  a 
mixed  car-load  of  eheep  and  cattle  would  cost  about  $22.00,  and  a  straight  load  of 
cattle  only  about  $17.00.   The  above  described  car-load  was  in  a  30-foot  car. 

Wm.  Schieemeier, 
M.  L.  Travis, 
E.  M.  Pringle. 

Rate  on  Live-stock  from  Wentzville  to  St.  Louis% 

30-ft.  oar,  cattle,  19,000,  min.  8.}c,  $16.15. 

30-ft.  car,  cattle  and  hogs,  19,000,  min.  10c,  $19.00. 

30-ft.  car,  cattle,  hogs  and  sheep,  19,000,  min.  13c,  $24.70. 

■30-ft.  car,  hogs,  15,000,  min.  10c,  $15.00. 

30-ft.  car,  hogs  and  sheep,  15,000,  min.  13c,  $19.50. 

30-ft.  car,  sheep,  10,000,  min.  13c,  $13.00. 

30-ft.  car,  cattle  and  sheep,  19,000,  min.  13c,  $24.70. 

3o-Ht-car,  cattle,  20,500,  min.  8£c,  $17.45. 

-33Ht.  car,  cattle  and  hogs,  20,500,  min.  10c,  $20.50. 

33^-ft.  car,  cattle,  hogs  and  sheep,  20,500,  min.  13c,  $26.75. 

car,  cattle  and  sheep,  20,500,  min.  13c,  $26.75. 
33£-ft.  car,  h°g8>  16.000,  min.  10c  ,  $16.00. 
3:U-ft.  car,  hogs  and  sheep,  16,000,  min.  133,  $20.80. 
33£  fc.  car,  sheep,  11,000,  min.  13c,  $14.30. 
30-ft.  car,  cattle,  22,000,  min.  8£c,  $18.70. 
36-ft.  car,  cattle  and  hogs,  22,000,  min.  10c,  $22.00. 
36-ft.  car,  cattle,  hogs  and  sheep,  22,000,  min.  13c,  $28.60. 
36-ft.  car,  cattle  and  sheep,  22,000,  min.  13c,  $28.60. 
36-ft.  car,  hogs,  17,000,  min.  10c,  $17.00. 
36-ft.  car,  hogs  and  sheep,  17,000,  min.  13c,  $22.00. 
36-ft.  car,  sheep,  12,000,  min.  13c,  $15.60. 

The  matter  was  referred  to  Mr.  Knight,  Freight  Traffic  Manager, 
Wabash  R.  E.,  in  letter  as  follows  : 

The  Commissioners  have  received  quite  a  number  of  papers  relating  to  ship- 
ments of  live-stock  from  Wentzville  and  Foristell,  concerning  which  they  desire 
further  conference  with  you,  and  for  that  purpose  1  am  instructed  to  request  that 
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you  appoint  a  day  at  as  early  a  date  as  possible,  for  a  meeting  with  the  Board  at 
their  office  here.  The  Commissioners  think  the  papers  here  will  be  sufficient  for 
the  object  in  view. 

Letter  was  received  from  Mr.  Knight  in  reply,  asking  that  com- 
plaints be  stated. 

Answered  as  follows : 

*  *  *  '*  The  complaints  regarding  rates  on  mixed  live-stock  in 
car-loads  from  Wentzville  and  Foristell  to  at.  Louis,  are  that  they  are  excessive 
and  unjust. 

The  law  provides  that  24,000  pounds  shall  constitute  a  car-load  of  mixed  live- 
stock in  a  car  30  feet  in  length. 

For  a  haul  of  50  miles,  the  statute  allows  an  aggregate  charge  of  $17  for  a 
car-load  of  live-stock,  and  the  Commissioners  are  of  the  opinion  that,  as  provided 
by  law,  no  more  than  that  amount  can  be  charged  for  such  haul  for  a  car-load  of 
mixed  live-stock,  unless  the  weight  of  such  car-load  exceeds  24,000  pounds,  regard- 
less of  length  of  car.  No  more  can  be  charged  for  22,000  pounds  of  mixed  live- 
stock, when  loaded  in  a  36-fc.  car,  than  if  same  were  loaded  in  a  30-ft.  car,  and  the 
statute  aggregate  rate  will  apply  without  regard  to  species  of  stock. 

In  the  judgment  of  the  Commissioners,  the  law  regarding  car-loads  of  mixed 
live-stock  and  the  rates  for  the  transportation  of  the  same  is  imperative,  and  their 
ruling  is  that,  in  future,  for  the  transportation  of  car-loads  of  mixed  live-stock  not 
exceeding  24,000  pounds  in  weight,  in  cars  of  30  feet  and  upward  in  length,  the 
aggregate  charges  must  not  exceed  those  as  established  in  section  2675,  Revised 
Statutes  of  Missouri,  1839,  for  the  transportation  of  live-stock  in  car-loads. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

A  letter  was  written  Mr.  Knippenberg,  April  20,  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  On  6th  inst.,  the  following,  by  order  of  the  Commissioners,  was- 
written  to  Mr.  Knight,  Frt.  Traffic  Manager,  Wabash  R.  R. : 

In  the  judgment  of  the  Commissioners,  the  law  regarding  car-loads  of  mixed 
live-stock,  and  the  rates  for  the  transportation  of  the  same,  is  imperative,  and 
their  ru.ing  is  that  in  the  future,  for  the  transportation  of  car-loads  of  mixed  live- 
stock, not  exceeding  24,000  pounds  in  weight,  in  cars  30  feet  and  upward  in, 
length,  the  aggregate  charges  must  not  exceed  those  as  established  in  section 
2675,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889,  for  the  transportation  of  live-stock  in 
car-loads. 

In  regard  to  transportation  of  shipper,  the  Commissioners  have,  as  yet,  taken 
no  action. 

May  1 — The  following  was  written  to  Mr.  Knight : 

I  am  instructed  to  write  you  to  inquire  what,  if  any,  action  has  been  taken 

by  you  regarding  charges  for  the  transportation  of  mixed  live-stock  in  car-loads,  as- 

prescribed  by  this  Board  in  their  letter  to  you  of  April  6  ult. 
By  order  of  the  R.  R.  &  W.  Commissioners. 

May  3 — Following  reply  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  May  2,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Esq.,  Sec'y  R.  R.  &  W.  H.  Com.,  City  of  Jefferson,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— In  the  absence  of  Mr.  M.  Knight,  I  answer  your  letter  of  May  1, 
and  will  say  that  the  former  letter,  to  which  you  refer,  we  did  not  consider  required' 
an  answer,  for  the  reason  that  it  ordered  certain  action,  which  we  have  complied 
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with.  The  rate  on  mixed  stock  traffic  from  Wentzville  and  Forestell  is  covered 
by  the  attached  rate  notice,  which  I  enclose  for  your  information.  We  understand 
this  complies  with  the  ruling  set  forth  by  the  Commissioners  in  the  specific  case 
you  cited  in  the  former  correspondence. 

Yours  truly, 

J.  D.  Lund. 

May  20 — The  following  was  received  : 

Femme  Osage,  Mo.,  May  18,  1893. 

Hon.  J.  Harding,  Sec.  R.  R.  Com.: 

Dear  Sir— Have  the  R.  R.  Commissioners  not  acted  yet  on  the  complaints  tiled 
by  the  shippers  through  me  last  winter,  in  regard  for  charging  fare  on  their  return 
when  they  ship  a  car-load  of  live-stock,  in  direct  violation  of  section  2592,  R.  R. 
laws  ?  If  they  have  not,  I  wish  that  they  would  forthwith,  for  I  think  tbo  Wabash 
K.  R.  Co.  has  robbed  the  people  here  long  enough,  in  direct  violation  of  the  law, 
for  that  section  is  as  plain  as  it  can  be.  Every  lawyer  on  the  floor  last  winter  whom 
1  asked  for  his  opinion  on  that  section  stated  that  the  K.  R.  Co.  had  to  return 
shipper  free  of  charge.  If  I  am  correctly  informed,  other  railroad  companies  in  the 
state  return  shipper  free  of  charge— for  instance,  the  Short  Line  here  and  the 
Frisco.    Why  is  the  Wabash  allowed  to  violate  said  section  ? 

Hoping  to  hear  from  you  in  regard  to  the  matter, 

Yours  truly, 

H .  F.  Knippenberg. 

Answered  May  24 : 

*  *  -*  *  /phe  Commissioners  are  not  empowered  to  enforce  the  penalty 
provided  in  section  2590  (see  page  202  of  report  herewith),  but  party  aggrieved  can 
do  so.  There  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  intent  and  meaning  of  section  2592  requiring 
free  pass.  The  Commissioners  do  not  doubt  that  a  prompt  compliance  will  be  given 
their  recommendations  contained  in  circular  herewith. 

Feb.  25 — The  following  letter  was  received: 

Marshall,  Mo.,  Feb.  23,  1893. 
State  Board  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— The  Mo.  Pac.  railroad  is  charging  us  65c  per  ton  on  coal  from 
Boonville  here,  which  is  thirty  miles,  and  from  Lexington  here,  which  is  fifty  miles, 
55c  per  ton.  The  C.  &  A.  only  charge  55c  from  Higginsville,  which  is  thirty 
miles,  and  it  don't  seem  that  we  ought  to  pay  more  than  55c.  from  Boonville  here- 
We  enclose  freight  bill  and  will  ask  you  to  look  into  the  matter,  and  oblige 

Yours  truly, 

Marshall  Gas  Light  Co. 

Matter  was  referred  to  W.  0.  Stith,  G.  F.  A.,  and  on  March  10  the 
following  letter  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  March  10,  1893. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Secretary,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir— In  answer  to  your  communication  of  the  3d,  embodying  complaint 
of  the  Marshall  Gas  Light  Co.  as  to  the  rate  charged  on  coal  per  ton  from  Boonville 
to  Marshall,  as  compared  with  the  rate  from  Lexington  and  Higginsville,  presum- 
ing that  it  will  be  entirely  satisfactory  to  all  parties  concerned  to  have  the  rate 
made  55  cents  per  ton  from  Boonville  to  Marshall,  we  will  issue  instructions 
accordingly. 

Thanking  you  for  calling  attention  to  the  matter,  we  are, 

Yours  respectfully, 

W.  C.  Stith,  G.  F.  A . 


58 


February  28, 1893— The  following  letter  was  written  to  the  editor  of 
the  Marble  Hill  Press,  Marble  Hill,  Mo.,  as  being  of  interest  and  impor- 
tance to  patrons  of  the  St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  &  Southern  Wy  at  the 
points  named : 

I  am  instructed  by  the  R.  R.  &  W.  Couiicnissioners  to  inform  you  that  on 
the  14th  inst.,  they  had  conference  with  C.  A.  Parker,  Fr't  Traffic  Manager  etc., 
in  regard  to  rates  on  Belmont  branch  of  the  St.  L.,  I.  M.  &  S.  R'y,  from  St.  Louis 
to  Glen  Allen,  Lutesville,  Laflin  and  White  Water.  As  a  result,  reductions  were 
made  as  follows,  taking  effect  Feb.  22:  On  1st  class,  15  cents  per  100  pound?  ;  2nd 
class,  15  cents ;  3rd  class,  15  cents  ;  4ih  class,  12  cents  ;  5th  class  ( car  loads ),  1  cent. 

March  1st — The  following  letter  was  written  W.  C.  Stith,  G.  F.  A. 

etc  : 

W.  W.  Gillam  has  referred  to  this  office  five  expense  bills,  covering  ship- 
ments of  a  "merry-go-round"  from  different  points  on  your  line  in  1891-92,  as  fol- 
lows : 

W.  B.  2299,  29.  1891,  car  8534,  Boonville  to  California,  13,000  lbs.  at  29cts., 
$37.70.  W.  B.  94,  7-18  1892,  California  to  Versailles,  20,000  lbs.  at  14  cents, 
$28.  W.  B.  21,  8-8-1892,  Versailles  to  Washington,  20,000  lbs.  at  27  cts.,  $4.5 
W.  B.  66,  10,  22,  1892,  Bunceton  to  Boonville,  20,000  lbs.  at  11  cts.  $22.  W.  B.  2966, 
5,  16,  1892,  Hornellsville,  N.  Y.  to  Jefferson  City,  20,000  lbs.,  rate  from  St.  Louis 
19  cents  on  20,000  lbs. 

The  shipments  were  precisely  the  same  in  each  instance,  but  on  that  from  Boon- 
ville to  California,  charge  has  been  made  on  13,000  lbs.,  1st  class,  as  1.  c.  l.lot.  It 
would  seem  as  though  charge  on  this  shipment  should  be  as  on  car  load  also,  at  4tn 
class  rate  for  the  distance,  instead  of  actual  weight  1st  class.  Please  look  into  this. 

By  order  of  the  R.  R.  &  W.  Commissioners., 

Investigation  into  the  above  matter  showing  that  classification 
and  charges  were  the  same  as  filed  in  Commissioners*  office,  and  it  not 
appearing  that  rates  were  unreasonable  under  the  conditions  governing, 
the  Board  decided  that  no  action  in  the  matter  was  necessary. 


March  8,  the  following  was  received  : 

Arrow  Rock,  Mo.,  March  8,  1893. 

Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City  : 

Dear  Sirs— In  December  last  I  shipped  from  Lamine  station,  Mo.  P.  R.  R.,  in 
car  4450,  139  sacks  wheat  to  John  Wahl  Commission  Co.,  and  in  same  car  to  Cole 
Commission  73  sks.  wheat,  bath  lots  weighing  in  St.  Louis  25,1.75  lbs.  The  minimum 
weight  of  car  as  per  instruction  to  agent  at  said  depot  was  21,000  lbs.  The  agent 
informed  me  that  the  rate  would  be  14  cents  per  100  to  St.  Louis.  When  it  arrived 
at  St.  Louis  the  officials  there  charged  me  $19  66  over  and  above  the  14  cents  rate 
as  agreed  to  by  their  agent  at  St.  Louis.  J  put  in  claim  through  John  Wahl  Com- 
mission Company  for  same.  They  refuse  to  refund  to  me.  Can't  you,  under  the 
law,  compel  them  to  live  up  to  their  contract  and  instruction  given  to  theiragcnts, 
that  L  may  get  my  money  back  and  other  parties  hereafter  save  from  such  annoy,- 
ances.    Let  me  know  as  soon  as  possible. 

Respectfully, 

C.  M.  Suthkrlin. 
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In  letter  written  to  Mr.  Sutherlin  March  13th  he  was  informed  as 
follow 8  : 

The  car-load  rate  applies  on  20,000  lbs.  of  wheat.  Section  2620  Revised  Stat- 
utes Missouri,  1SS9,  provides  clearly  that  grain  can  be  shipped  in  same  car  by  one 
person  to  different  consignees.  Car-load  shipped  by  you  to  two  consignees  would 
be  entitled  to  car-load  rates,  as  though  billed  to  one  person. 

March  13,  the  following  letter  was  received: 

Plattsbukg,  Mo.,  March  11,  1893 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Corn's,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— I  enclose  you  a  freight  bill  paid  by  me  on  10,080  pounds  of  flour  to 
Platte  City;  also  a  freight  bill  on  1440  pounds  of  flour.  I  make  no  claim  for  over- 
charge on  the  1440  pounds,  but  I  claim  that  the  other  should  be  G  cents  per  100 
pounds,  under  section  2G74,  page  243,  in  sixteenth  annual  report  of  yourselves. 
Railroad  admit.class  E  by  charging  me  less  than  local  rates,  as  shown  by  enclosed 
bills.   Distance  by  tariff  is  25  miles.  Yours, 

W.  D.  Hockaday. 

Which  was  answered  same  day  as  follows : 

The  legal  (statute)  charge  on  10.0S0  pounds  of  flour  in  sacks,  for  a  distance 
not  exceeding  25  miles,  is  $6.05.  The  law  makes  class  E  (statute  classification) 
rate  apply  to  flour  in  lots  of  50  barrels  or  more.  The  Commissioners,  by  their 
order  of  June  12,  1884,  made  same  rate  apply  to  10,000  pounds  of  flour  in  sacks  as 
to  50  barrels  of  flour. 

Matter  was  referred  to  J.  M.  Johnson,  G.  P.  A.,  C,  R.  I.  ffi  P.  R'y, 
in  letter  as  follows  : 

"Mr.  W.  Hockaday  of  Plattsburg,  Mo.,  complains  of  over-charge  on  ship- 
ment on  10,080  lbs.  of  flour  in  sacks  from  Plattsburg  to  Platte  City,  Mo. ,  25  miles* 
The  statute  forbids  a  higer  rate  than  0  cts.  per  100  lbs.  (12  cents  per  bbl.)  on  flour 
in  barrels  hauled  25  miles.  The  Commissioners,  by  their  order  June  12,  1894,  made 
same  rate  apply  to  flour  in  sacks  in  lots  of  10,000  pounds  and  over.  See  circular 
enclosed.  The  shipment  was  made  Feb.  24,  ulto.,  car  No.  4470,  C,  R.  I.  &  P. 
Please  have  matter  adjusted  as  early  as  practicable. 

By  order  of  the  R.  R.  &  W.  Commissioners." 

Nothing  further  was  heard  in  this  matter. 


March  9 — The  following  was  received  : 

Forest  Green,  Mo.,  March  8, 1893. 
To  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Com'rs,  J* fferson  City,  Mo.: 

I  wrote  you  some  time  since  about  rate  on  tobacco  in  car,  loose,  from  Gilliam, 
Mo.,  to  Clarks,  Mo.  I  had  to  pay  the  rate  asked  by  the  Chicago  &  Alton  agent,  25 
cents  per  100  lbs.  Had  to  bill  cars  at  20,000  lbs.  This  will  make  the  rate  about  40 
cents  per  100  lbs.,  as  the  cars  were  small,  and  could  not  get 'more  than  15,000  lbs.  in 
a  car.   1  think  this  rate  is  out  of  all  reason. 

The  rate  on  tobacco  in  hogeheads  is  15  cents,  and  I  can  get  as  many  pounds  in 
a  car  loose,  as  I  can  get  in  hogsheads.   I  can  get  20,000  lbs  in  a  large  car. 
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I  write  this  to  know  if  there  is  any  remedy,  or  can  I  recover  the  over-charge* 
I  can't  get  any  satisfaction  from  the  company.  I  have  shipped  three  cars  and  have- 
about  three  more  to  ship. 

Hoping  to  have  an  early  reply.  Yours  very  respectfully, 

T.  M  Bentley. 

Matter  was  referred  same  day  to  Mr.  Courtright,  G.  F.  A.,  as  fol- 
lows : 

H.  H.  Courtright,  Gen.  Frt.  Agt.,  etc.,  Chicago,  111.: 

Dear  sir—With  this  is  enclosed  a  letter  from  T.  M.  Bentley,  of  Forest  Green, 
Mo.,  complaining  of  exorbitant  rate  on  tobacco — loose— in  car-loads,  shipped  from 
Gilliam,  Mo.,  to  Clarks,  Mo.,  via  Chicago  &  Alton^R.  R.  Please  give  matter  your 
early  attention  and  reply. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Very  respectfully, 

James  Harding,  Secretary . 

March  20 — Following  reply  was  received  : 

Chicago,  March  17,  1893. 

Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec.  Mo.  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir — Enclosed  herewith  1  hand  you  correspondence  relative  to  ship- 
ments of  tobacco  by  T.  M.  Bently,  and  will  say  that  Mr.  Bently  has  made  no  com- 
plaint to  any  officer  of  this  company  as  to  his  rate3.  The  rates  charged,  as  I  un- 
derstand it,  are  in  accordance  with  those  previously  established  by  this  company 
(on  a  complaint  to  you),  and  which  were  satisfactory  to  the  Commission.  You  will 
readily  understand  that  a  transportation  company,  in  shipping  tobacco  in  bulk, 
assumes  much  more  risks  than  when  it  is  in  hogsheads;  hence,  the  rate  should  be 
much  higher. 

Yours  truly, 

H.  H.  Courtright,  G.  F.  A. 
Chicago,  March  13,  1893. 

Mr.  S.  H.  Fulton,  A.  G.  F.  A.,  Kansas  City: 

Dear  Sir— Enclosed  I  hand  you  communication  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Rail- 
road Commission  of  Missouri,  covering  complaint  of  T.  M.  Bently  for  overcharge 
on  shipments  of  tobacco.  Has  this  concern  made  any  complaint  to  you  ?  We  have 
had  no  correspondence  with  him  in  this  office  that  I  can  find. 

Yours  truly, 

H.  H.  Courtright,  G.  F.  A. 

H.  H.  C. 

I  have  had  no  correspondence  with  Mr.  Bently  in  relation  to  rates  on  tobacco 
in  bulk  or  in  package.  A  year  ago  or  more,  I  refused  to  name  a  rate  on  tobacco  in 
bulk  for  Mr.  Gilliam,  of  Gilliam  Mo.,  as  L  considered  it  very  hazardous  in  accept- 
ing leaf  tobacco  in  bulk,  even  at  double  first-class  rates;  but  if  my  memory  serves 
me  correctly,  Mr.  Gilliam  applied  to  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission,  and 
they  authorized  second-class  rates,  (see  amendment  No.  13  to  tariff  No.  419,  effec- 
tive February  19,  1892,  making  " bulk  tobacco,"  20,000  pounds  minimum  second- 
class,  which  is  the  rate  the  Gilliam  agent  billed  the  "bulk  tobaeco"  from  Gilliam  to 
Clark).  Mr.  Bentley  had  the  privilege  of  making  the  shipment  in  hhds,  but  it  ap- 
pears it  suited  his  purpose  to  ship  in  "bulk." 

Respectfully, 

March  14,  1893.  S.  H,  Fulton. 
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And  on  21st,  following  letter  was  written  Mr.  Bentley  : 

*  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  rate,  25  cents  per  100  pounds,  as 
•charged  you,  is  in  accordance  with  adjustment  made  in  February,  1892,  on  ship- 
ments of  tobacco,  loose,  from  Gilliam  to  Glasgow,  the  rate  being  established  at 
second-class  rate  on  a  minimum  rate  of  20,000  pounds.  Second-class  rate,  Gilliam 
to  Clark's,  as  tiled  and  approved  in  this  office,  is  25  cents  per  100  pounds. 


March  17 — The  following  was  received  : 

Holt,  Mo.,  March  15,  1893. 

Haiiroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— We  enclose  your  freight  bill  for  car  of  oats  from  Kansas  City  to 
Holt,  a  distance  of  31  miles. 

Is  not  $35.20  too  much  to  pay  for  a  car  such  a  short  distance?  We  feel  that 
it  is,  and  apply  to  you  to  know  if  this  is  not  an  over-charge. 

Kindly  investigate  and  inform  us  if  we  cannot  get  a  rebate. 

YTours  truly,  Eby  Bros. 

Answered  as  follows  : 

The  statute  rate  for  the  transportation  of  oats  for  a  distance  such  as  from 
Kansas  City  to  Holt,  is  10  cents  per  100  pounds.  Rate'as  charged,  8  cents  per  100 
pounds,  is  lower  than  statute  rate,  and  is  tiled  and  apppoved  in  this  office.  Rate 
applies  on  all  distances  from  25  miles  up  to  50  miles,  the  distance  from  Kansas  City 
to  Holt  being  32  miles. 


March  29— The  following  letter  was  written  to  Howard  Elliott,  G. 
F.  A: 

I  am  instructed  by  the  Board  to  call  your  attention  to  the  understanding 
had  concerning  inequality  in  rates  for  long  and  short  hauls  upon  iheSt.  Louis, 
Keokuk  &  Northwestern  R'y,  especially  as  regards  points  between  Clarksville  and 
St.  Louis.  Jt  was  understood  by  the  Commissioners  that  a  revision  of  your  tarifts 
would  be  made,  correcting  the  inequalities  complained  of,  but  to  this  time  no  re- 
vised tariffs  have  been  tiled  here.  The  Commissioners  desire  that  this  matter  be 
attended  to  without  further  delay. 

Corrections  were  made  as  suggested. 


April  7,  9,  and  10,  the  following  were  received : 

Norwood,  Mo.,  April  6,  1894. 

Judge  James  Cowgill,  Cowgill,  Mo.: 

Sir— I  will  write  you  a  letter,  as  I  understand  you  are  Railroad  Commissioner 
of  the  K.  C,  F.  S.  &  M.  R.R  Co  ,  which  the  road  has  raised  eggs  as  double  first- 
class  freight.  Now,  1  have  been  shipping  eggs  by  freight,  but  [under  this  double 
-first-class  freight  I  cannot  ship  eggs  any  longer  that  way,  and  if  you  have  any 
say-so  in  this,  I  would  like  for  you  to  have  it  as  first  class.  I  cannot  ship 
by  freight  or  express,  as  the  express  is  too  high.  All  the  merchants  in  this 
part  of  the  county  are  shipping  by  freight,  and  unless  you  Railroad  Commissioners 
will  reduce  the  rate3,  we  cannot  ship  any  longer.  Respectfully, 

John  M.  Forrest. 
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West  Plains,  Mo.,  April  5,  1894. 

R.R.  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City  : 

Dear  8ir — Enclosed  find  R.  R.  expense  bill,  from  this  place  to  Springfield,  dis- 
tance 110  miles.  [  have  been  paying  50  to  55  cents  per  100,  and  they  have  raised 
the  rate  to  $1.80  on  poultry.  This  seems  to  me  an  exorbitant  price,  and  should  be 
looked  after,  so  please  see  after  it  f  jr  me.  If  you  need  papers,  keep  them  ;  if  not,, 
return,  and  give  me  reply.  Very  respectfully, 

T.  B.  Kilpatrick. 

Clinton,  Mo.,  April  6,  1894. 
State  Roard  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sirs— Enclosed  find  two  railroad  expense  bills,  also  copy  of  order  issued 
by  K.  C. ,  C.  &  S.  R.  K. ,  raising  the  rate  on  eggs  to  double  first  class  into  Clinton. 
We  were  receiving  and  distributing  from  here  from  four  to  eight  hundred  cases  of 
eggs  per  week  off  of  this  road,  but  it  suited  our  pleasure  to  ship  them  east  over 
other  lines  than  the  K.  C,  C.  &  S.  R.  R.  Their  commercial  agent  called  on  us 
about  March  26,  and  told  us  if  we  did  not  give  them  our  eastern  shipments  they 
would  advance  the  rate  into  Clinton  so  high  it  would  shut  us  off  of  buying  on  their 
line  and  give  the  stock  to  Kansas  City,  and  they  have  carried  out  their  threat.  Can 
we  find  any  relief  through  you?   Please  let  us  hear  from  you. 

Yours  truly, 

Clinton  Produce  Co. 
Per  W.  B.  Hurst. 

The  matter  of  complaint  was  referred  to  Mr.  J.  J.  Fletcher,  G.  F„ 
A.,  April  6,  in  letter,  as  follows  : 

Complaint  is  made  to  this  office  of  an  increase  in  the  rate  of  poultry  I.  c.  1.  r 
from  West  Plains  to  Springfield.  The  letter  states  that  rate  has  been  50  to  55  cents 
per  100  pounds,  but  has  been  raised  to  $1.80  per  100  pounds.  I  do  not  find  on  file 
here  any  tariff  showing  such  increase.  According  to  tariff  here,  D.  1  rate  West 
Plains  to  Springfield  is  $1.20  per  100  pounds.  Shipment  of  eggs  West  Plains  to 
Springfield,  March  9,  shows  600  poilnds  at  51  cents  nearly  (275  pounds,  $1.40); 
shipment  of  poultry  March  30,  shows  six  coops  chickens,  600  pounds,  $1.80  per  100 
pounds,  $10.  Shipment  of  eggs  and  poultry,  March  9,  shows  1180  pounds,  aggregate 
charge  $6.30— 54  cents  per  100  pounds,  nearly.  Your  latest  tariff  here  was  filed 
March  14.    Please  explain. 

Following  reply  was  received  April  11 : 

Kansas  City,  Mo  ,  April  10,  lS9i. 
Gen'l  James  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  : 

Dear  Sir— I  am  in  receipt  of  your  favor  of  April  6,  advising  that  complaint  is 
made  to  you  of  the  increase  in  our  rate  on  poultry  in  less  than  car-load3  from  West 
Plains  to  Springfield,  and  advising  that  you  do  not  find  on  file  in  your  office  tarifls 
showing  the  increased  rates,  and  I  am  very  much  chagrined  to  find  that  through  a 
purely  clerical  error  the  amendments  to  our  tariff's  covering  this  business  which 
had  been  issued  had  not  been  promptly  sent  you  as  per  standing  instructions,  and 
1  also  regret  that  the  amendment  as  first  issued,  gotten  out  duriDg  my  absence* 
was  not  in  accordance  with  my  instructions. 

By  reference  to  amendment  No.  13}  to  our  circular  No.  2,  you  will  observe 
that  poultry  in  less  than  car-loads  was  made  three  times  first-class,  which  was  to 
be  effective  on  state  business  March  27,  and  on  interstate  business  April  9.  This 
was  an  error,  and  as  soon  as  my  personal  attention  was  called  to  it,  it  was  cor- 
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rected  by  our  amendment  No.  13f,  to  circular  No.  2,  making  poultry  in  less  than 
car-loads  double  first-class,  effective  on  state  business  March  28,  and  on  inter- 
state business  April  18  ;  and  our  amendment  No.  13f  to  circular  No.  2  provided 
for  eggs  at  double  first-class,  and  also  covered  poultry  in  less  than  car-loads, 
as  provided  by  amendment  No.  13f,  effective  on  state  business  March  29,  and  on 
interstate  business  April  It.  Copies  of  these  amendments  have  been  now  for- 
warded to  you,  from  which  you  will  see  that  they  were  mailed  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  on  the  dates  upon  which  issued,  aDd  thereby  bear  out  my 
statement  (if  anything  further  is  needed)  that  it  was  purely  and  solely  a  clerical 
error  in  not  forwarding  them  to  you  also,  as  we  could  certainly  have  no  tariffs 
which  we  would  file  with  the  Interstate  Commission,  for  which  there  would  be 
any  reason  for  endeavoring  to  suppress  them  from  the  Missouri  Board ;  and,  as  I 
state,  the  first  issue,  making  live  poultry  less  than  car-loads  three  times  first-class, 
was  a  misunderstanding,  and  was  immediately  corrected  to  twice  first-class. 

In  conclusion,  I  beg  to  say  that  we  deem  the  rates  on  poultry  and  eggs  as  we 
have  established  them  reasonable  and  just,  and  if  any  shipments  of  live  poultry 
have  been  handled  on  which  we  have  charged  th^ee  times  first-class,  we  are  will- 
ing to  refund  to  double  first-class  on  presentation  of  claim  with  paid  expense 
bills.  Yours  very  trulj  , 

J.  J.  Fletcher,  G.  F.  A. 

April  1L — The  following  was  written  Air.  Fletcher: 

*  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  disapprove 
amendment  No.  13|  to  Circular  No.  2,  showing  the  rules  and  regulations  gov- 
erning the  transportation  of  freight  between  all  points  on  the  Kansas  City,  Fort 
Scott  &  Memphis  K.  R.,  the  Kansas  City,  Clinton  &  Springfield  K'y,  and  the  Cur- 
rent River  R.  R. ,  so  far  as  same  relates  to  Missouri  traffic  The  Commissioners  do 
not  understand  why  any  discrimination  should  be  made  against  Springfield  and 
other  points  on  your  lines,  as  would  appear  from  notice  in  amendment  No.  13f : 
"This  will  not  affect  rates  to  or  from  other  points  on  these  lines,"  and  in  amend- 
ment No.  13f;  "Rates  named  in  amendment  No.  13*  will  not  apply  on  business  from 
K.  C,  C.  &  S.  points  to  Ash  Grove,  Mo.  On  such  business,  use  regular  classifi- 
cation and  circular  No.  2." 

The  effect  of  the  last  named  notice  is  to  make  first-class  rate  on  poultry  and 
eggs  from  K.  C,  C.  &  8.  points  to  Ash  Grove,  whilst  double  first-clas3  rate  is 
charged  between  other  points  on  same  road .  Complaints  similar  to  that  from  West 
Plains  regarding  increase  in  rates  on  poultry  and  eggs  have  been  received  from 
Clinton. 

Tne  Commissioners  see  no  good  reason  for  the  advance  in  the  rates  as  shown  in 
amendment  No.  13f ,  and  therefore,  disapprove  the  same.  They  recommend  that 
said  amendment  be  rescinded,  and  rule  63  of  circular  No.  2,  hereinbefore  referred 
to,  be  restored  as  applying  to  all  points  in  this  State  on  the  K.C.,  F.  S.  &  M.  R.  R., 
the  K.  C,  C.  &  S.  R'y,  and  the  Current  River  R.  R.  Should  you  desire  a  hearing 
to  show  cause  why  such  action  should  not  be  taken,  the  Commissioners  will  desig- 
nate a  date  upon  which  you  can  be  heard  in  the  matter.*  The  Commissioners  also 
desire  you  to  state  '.why  proceedings  should  not  be  had  to  enforce  the  penalty  as  pre- 
scribed ;by  law,  against  the  Kansas  City,  Fort  Scott  &  Memphis  Railroad  Com- 
pany, the  Kansas  City,  Clinton  &  Springfield  Railway  Company,  and  the  Current 
River  Railroad  Company,  for  failure  to  give  ten  days'  notice  of  the  advance  in  rates 
in  amendments  Nos.  13$,  13f  and  13i  to  circular  No.  2. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  &  Warehouse  Commissioners. 
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April  17 — The  following  was  received: 

Kansas  Cty,  Mo.,  April  14,  1894. 
•Gen.  James  Harding,  Sec.  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners: 

Dear  Sir — Important  railroad  meetings  held  at  various  points  in  this  country 
have  kept  me  away  from  home  nearly  all  the  time  during  the  past  two  months, 
and  I  was  not  aware  until  this  morning,  when  Mr.  Fletcher  banded  me  your 
letter  of  April  11,  of  the  change  that  had  been  made  in  the  rates  on  eggs  and 
poultry;  and  1  fully  agree  with  the  Commission  that  the  change  should  not  have 
been  made,  and  have  instructed  an  immediate  restoration  of  the  old  rates,  and 
we  shall  refund  the  excess  charges  collected  under  the  amendments  referred  to 
whenever  requested  by  the  shippers  to  do  so. 

As  regards  the  failure  to  give  ten  days'  notice  of  the  advance  in  rates,  I 
will  state  that  since  Mr.  Fletcher  and  myself  came  to  Missouri,  a  little  more 
than  two  years  ago,  and  took  charge  of  the  freight  department  of  these  roads, 
your  letter  is  the  first  intimation  we  have  had  of  the  law  referred  to  by  you, 
and  so  can  only  plead  ignorancg  for  the  oversight  in  not  giving  the  notice. 
There  is  no  reason  in  the  world  why  we  should  object  to  giving  the  ten  days' 
notice  of  advance  or  reduction  in  rates  if  required  to  do  so,  and  we  will  see  that 
such  notice  is  given  in  future  if  the  Commission  so  instructs;  but  I  presume 
the  Commission  would  not  rule  that  this  company  should  be  obliged  to  give  the 
prescribed  notice  unless  all  competing  lines  were  required  to  do  so,  and  my  under- 
standing is  that  it  has  not  been  the  custom  of  any  of  the  railroad  companies  or 
railroad  associations  in  Missouri  to  give  such  notice;  but  possibly  I  am  mistaken 
in  this,  and,  as  before  stated,  we  are  prepared  as  a  matter  of  course  to  do  what- 
ever the  law  requires.  Yours  very  truly, 

Edward  S.  Washburn, 
Freight  and  Traffic  Manager. 

Answered  same  day,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  your  explanation  of  the  mat- 
ter is  entirely  satisfactory. 

Regarding  failure  to  give  notice  of  increase  of  rates,  am  instructed  to  state 
that  there  are  two  sections  of  the  law  (  2601  and  2639  R.  S.  1889,  pp.  205  and  223  of 
report  herewith  )  which  require  notice  to  be  given  of  increase  of  rates.  Reduc- 
tions can  be  made  withont  notice.  The  provisions  of  Sec.  2639  regarding  10  days' 
notice  of  increase  are  considered  as  being  in  force.  The  railroads  of  the  State  very 
generally  comply  with  the  law  in  this  regard,  and  the  Commissioners  presume  that 
any  violations  are  through  inadvertence  and  not  from  any  intention  of  evasion  or 
disregard. 

April  17,  the  following  letter  was  written  to  the  Clinton  Produce 

Co.,  T.  B.  Kilpatrick  and  J.  N.  Forrest : 

Taking  effect  April  14,  inst.,  amendments  Nos.  13f  and  18}  to  circular  No.  2, 
showing  the  rules  and  regulations  governing  the  transportation  of  freight  between 
all  points  on  the  Kansas  \3ity,  Fort  Scott  &  Memphis,  Kansas  City,  Clinton  & 
Springfield,  and  Current  River  railroads,  were  canceled  and  withdrawn.  The 
Commissioners  are  advised  by  letter  from  Mr.  E.  S.  Washburn,  Frt.  Traffic  Man- 
ager, etc.,  that  they  shall  refund  the  excess  charges  collected  under  the  amend- 
ments referred  to  whenever  requested  by  the  shippers  to  do  so. 

Nothing  farther  was  heard  from  complainants. 
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April  11,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Hale,  Mo.,  April  9,  1S93. 

R.  R.  Commissioners  of  Mo.  : 

Gentlemen — The  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Kansas  City  railroad,  on  which  I 
am  situate  and  in  busines3,  have  made  a  ruling,  irrespective  of  what  rate  is,  that 
they  will  carry  nothing  for  less  than  50  cents.  For  instance  :  if  you  ship  100  pounds 
fourth-class  lish  from  St.  Louis  here,  it  is  50  cents;  rate  is  25  cents;  or,  if  it 
should  only  be  10  pounds,  it  is  50  cents  ;  and  from  Kansas  City  the  fourth  class  is 
18  cents  per  100  pounds ;  and  you  therefore  are  compelled  to  pay  50  cents  on  10 
pounds,  100  pounds  or  250  pounds.  Is  there  do  law  to  correct  this  extortion,  as 
you  see  it  is  very  burdensome  on  small  shippers.    Let  me  hear  from  you. 

Respectfully, 

A.  Quick. 

One  of  our  hardware  men  has  just  paid  50  cents  on  a  10-pound  package  from 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Referred  same  day  to  Howard  Elliott,  G.  F.  A.,  as  follows  : 

Complaint  is  made  to  this  office  from  a  point  on  the  line  of  the  Chicago, 
Burlington  &  Kansas  City  rail vvay,  of  an  advance  in  minimum  charge  on  small 
shipments  from  25  cents  to  50  cents. 

C. ,  B.  &  Q.,  G.  F.  O.  No.  6380  ( C,  B.  &  K.  C.  No.  6014)]  makes  minimum 
charge  on  small  shipments  25  cents.  Nothing  has  since  been  tiled  showing  any 
increase  in  such  charges.    Please  explain. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  April  12,  1893. 
.Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Secretary  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissiooners  : 

Dear  bir— Your  letter  of  April  11th,  about  minimum  charge  on  small  ship- 
ments, is  received.  The  railroads  think  they  should  have  50  cents  to  cover  clerical 
labor,  service,  etc.,  on  any  one  shipment,  but  they  hive  canceled  their  order  apply- 
ing this  rate  and  have  made  rate  25  cents,  as  per  copy  of  circular  herewith  enclosed. 

Yours  truly, 

Howard  Elliott. 

Similar  complaint  was  received  some  day  from  Barton  Bros.,  Ford 
City,  and  referred  to  J.  M.  Bechtel,  Ass't  Fr't  Agent,  0.,  B.  &  Q. 
April  13 — Following  was  received  : 

Burlington,  Iowa,  April  13,  1893. 
Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Secretary  Railroad  &  Warehouse  Commissioners: 

Dear  Sir— Your  favor  of  11th  duly  received.  Answering  same,  would  say  that 
it  is  true  that  a  ruling  was  made  by  the  Western  Freight  Association  on  April  2d, 
advancing  the  minimum  charge  to  fifty  cents.  This,  however,  has  been  canceled 
as  far  as  our  road  is  concerned,  and  the  25-cent  rule  went  into  effect  again  on  the 
11th  inst.  Y^ours  truly, 

J.  M.  Bechtel,  D.  F.  A. 

Barton  Bros,  and  A.  Quick  were  notified  April  23,  of  result  of 
reference  of  their  complaints. 
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April  20,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Sweet  Springs,  Mo.,  April  19, 1893. 
Sec'y  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  : 

Dear  Sir — We  notice  the  railroad  companies  have  established  a  new  rule,, 
charging  us  a  minimum  rate  as  per  enclosed  freight  bill.  Will  you  please  advise 
us  by  what  authority  the  company  can  do  this.  Several  of  our  business  men  await 
a  reply  in  order  to  know  what  steps  to  take  to  protect  ourselves  from  such  an  in- 
justice. Yours  respectfully, 

Hawkins  &  Jones. 

Answered  on  1st  as  follows  : 

<i*  *  *  *  *  Taking  effect  the  18th  inst.,  the  increase  has  been  withdrawn; 
and  old  rate  of  25  cents  restored." 

April  20. — The  following  was  received : 

Waynesville,  Mo.,  April  18,  1893. 
Secretary  Railroad  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Will  you  please  inform  me  what  the  freight  rate  is,  or  ought  to  be, 
on  a  printing  press  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Crocker,  Mo.,  a  distance  of  150  miles?' 

I  have  a  cylinder  printing  press,  weight  413  pounds,  billed  as  5  boxes,  3  crates , 
and  4  castings,  on  which  the  'Frisco  railroad  claim  $41.10  freight.  Now,  this  is 
at  the  rate  of  $1  per  100  pounds.  This  press  is  all  iron,  with  the  exception  of 
probably  100  pounds,  and  the  greater  part  of  it  plain  castings. 

I  would  be  glad  if  you  would  give  me  the  rate  established  for  this  kind  of 

freight,  and  also  if  the  company  insist  on  over-charges— if  this  is  one.  What 

remedy  have  I,  if  any  ? 

Awaiting  an  early  reply,  I  am  truly,  • 

W.  T.  Wright. 

Answered  as  follows  April  22 : 

*****  Western  classification,  governing  shipments  over  the  Frisco 
line,  places  printing  presses,  not  otherwise  specified,  first-class,  and  if  boxed,, 
second-class.  Frisco  rate  tariff  292  E  makes  first-class  rate  St.  Louis  to  Crocker r 
64  cents  per  100  pounds,  and  second-class  54  cents  per  100  pounds.  Have  referred 
the  matter  to  Frisco  office  for  attention  and  explanation.  As  soon  as  reply  is  re- 
ceived will  write  you  further. 

The  matter  was  referred  to  Geo.  W.  Oale,  Freight  and  Traffic  Man- 
ager, as  follows,  April  22,  1893: 

"Herewith  please  find  enclosed  letter  from  W.  T.  Wright,  of  Waynesville,  rel- 
ative to  rate  on  printing  press,  St.  Louis  to  Crocker. 

Mr.  Wright's  statement  being  correct,  the  press  being  boxed  and  crated, 
would,  it  seems,  be  second-class  in  western  classification.  If  first-class,  your  rate 
St.  Louis  to  Crocker  (Jnt.  through  freight  tariff  2923)  would  be  64  cents  per  100* 
pounds,  and  if  second-class,  54  cents.  Please  give  this  matter  your  attention  and 
early  reply." 

Answer  was  received  April  25,  from  Mr.  Cale,  letter  was  written 

same  day  to  Mr.  Wright,  as  follows: 

In  letter  received  today  from  Mr.  F.  D.  Russell,  GL  F.  A  ,  in  reply  to  letter 
from  this  oflice,  22d  inst.,  in  regard  to  your  complaint  of  excessive  charge  on  print- 
ing press,  St.  Louis  to  Crocker,  he  states:  "1  have  today  instructed  our  agent  at 
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Crocker,  Mo.,  to  deliver  the  printing  presses  on  basis  of  second-class  rates,  or  54 
cents  per  100  weight,  which  applies  on  printing  presses,  boxed.  The  weight,  as 
ascertained  by  our  standard  Fairbanks  scales,  is  6430  pounds,  instead  of  4113 
pounds,  as  claimed  by  Mr.  Wright.  I  do  not  think  the  gentleman  will  refuse  to 
pay  the  freight  based  on  the  correct  weight  at  54  cents  per  100 -weight,  and  have 
written  him  today,  saying  we  wouid  correct  down  to  proper  rate. 
Hoping  this  may  prove  satisfactory. 

Nothing  further  was  heard  concerning  the  matter. 


April  20 — The  following  was  received  : 

'JPoplar  Bluff,  Mo.,  April  18,  1893. 
To  the  R.  K.  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Missouri : 

Dear  Sir— On  March  13th  we  sent  an  order  to  a  St.  Louis  concern  for  500  bushels 
oats  and  150  bushels  potatoes,  to  be  shipped  to  Poplar  Bluff  in  one  car-load  ;  same 
arrived  O.  K.  in  one  car-load  as  ordered,  but  the  R.  R.  Co.  charges  as  for  two  car- 
loads, ' 1  one  oits  "  and  1 '  one  potatoes,"  and  the  R.  R.  Co.  has  made  us  pay  for 
two  full  car-loads,  20,000  pounds  of  oats  and  20,000  of  potatoes,  although  neither  of 
the  named  articles  weighed  that  much;  we  would  like  to  know,  if  they  have  a 
right  to  do  this.  And  you  would  oblige  us  very  much  by  giving  this  your  kind 
attention,  and  let  us  hear  from  you  as  soon  as  possible. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Cohn  &  Pelz. 

Matter  was  referred  same  day  to  W.  C.  Stith,  G.  F.  A.,  and  on  25th 
following  reply  was  received: 

St.  Louis,  Mo.  ,  April  24,  1893. 

Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec.  R.  R.  and  W.  Com.  of  Mo.,  Jeffeieon  City: 

Dear  Sir— I  return  herewith  letter  from  Messrs.  Cohn  &  Pelz,  dated  Poplar 
Bluff,  Mo.,  April  18,  complaining  of  over-charge  on  mixed  shipment  of  oats  and 
potatoes  from  St.  Louis  to  Poplar  Bluff  on  March  13.  The  statutes  which  you  re- 
fer to  have  been  examined  and  the  circumstances  surrounding  the  shipment  in 
question  have  been  investigated. 

As  a  result,  we  have  instructed  our  agent  at  Poplar  Bluff  to  refund  all  charges 
in  excess  ©f  17J  cents  per  cwt.  This  action,  we  hope,  will  make  satisfactory 
disposition  of  the  matter.  Yours  truly, 

W.  C.  Stith,  G.  F.  A. 

Same  day  letter  was  written  Cohn  &  Pelz,  as  follows: 

In  letter  received  today  from  W.  C.  Stith,  G.  F.  A.,  etc.,  in  reply  to  letter 
from  this  office  April  20th  inst  ,  in  regard  to  rate  on  car-load  oats  and  potatoes 
mixed,  St.  Louis  to  Poplar  Bluff,  he  states:  'k*  *  *  We  have  instructed  our 
agent  at  Poplar  Bluff  to  refund  all  charges  in  excess  of  17J  cents  per  cwt." 

Hoping  this  may  prove  satisfactory. 

Nothing  farther  heard  in  this  matter. 


68 


April  23 — The  following  was  received  : 

Denver,  Colo.,  April  21,  1894. 
State  Railroad  Commissioner,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir—During  the  years  1887,  1888  and  1889  I  was  sole  agent  for  above 
company  at  Kansas  City  and  vicinity  for  sale  of  their  material,  and  during  this 
period  some  of  my  shipments  seem  to  have  been  taken  at  an  over-charge  (consist- 
ing of  177  cars,  freight  charges  being  $7382.06,  should  be  $6481.70,  or  $900.46  over- 
charge). 

During  this  same  period  the  eame  railroad  company  took  for  the  same  points, 
from  the  same  consignor,  the  same  material,  and  charged  the  same  rates  as 
charged  to  me.  But  as  the  Hydraulic  Pressed-Brick  Co.  discovered  what  they 
thought  to  be  an  overcharge  and  filed  their  claims  made  out  on  ''distance  tariff 
No.  328,  effective  January  1,  1888,"  and  which  claims  were  adjusted  to  this  tanff 
and  paid,  but  mine  (the  same  in  every  particular  except  amounts)  being  declined, 
I  appeal  to  you  to  know  and  for  reference  stating  what  tariffs  were  effective  on 
brick,  common  and  pressed,  from  May  12,  1888,  to  December  3,  1889. 

In  confirmation  of  my  statements,  please  note  sheet  enclosed  "extracts"  from 
the  company's  own  letters  (originals  of  which  1  have),  also  my  letter  of  January 
23,  1894,  to  W.  C.  Stith,  which  accompanied  claim,  and  his  of  April  20,  in  reply, 
declining  payment,  all  of  which  please  return. 

Waiting  your  early  and  much  esteemed  reply,  I  am,  dear  sir, 

Yours  respectfully, 

B.  A.  Dyer. 

Answered  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  *  From  May  12,  1888,  to  April  11,  1892,  Missouri  Pacific  local 
distance  tariff  No.  328  was  in  effect  as  appljing  between  all  stations  in  the  State  of 
Missouri.  Copy  of  said  tariff  as  filed  in  this  office  February  20,  1888,  is  enclosed 
herewith. 

May  2 — The  following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo  ,  May  1,  1894. 

T.  J.  Hennessey,  Chairman,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir— I  beg  to  acknowledge  with  thanks  receipt  yours  April  24,  with 
enclosures  as  stated,  including  a  copy  of  Missouri  local  distance  tariff  No.  328.  T 
note  what  you  say  as  to  this  tariff  being  effective,  but  not  being  very  familiar  with 
such  tariffs,  and  noticing  in  the  back  of  it,  on  page  9,  another  list  of  rates  known  as 
•*  Missouri  statute  rates,"  I  write  to  be  advised  if  these  latter  rates  shall  apply 
as  between  points  like  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  or  whether  the  rates  shown  on 
page  5,  under  "Missouri  local  distance  tariff,"  being  9£  cents  should  apply,  and 
also  if  it  is  not  within  the  powers  delegated  to  your  Board  of  Commissioners  to 
investigate  and  make  final  settlement  of  such  matters,  between  the  railroads  and 
parties  concerned  ? 

Will  you  therefore  kindly  let  me  have  as  prompt  reply  as  convenient,  address- 
ing me  at  my  St.  Lonis  address  (R.  307  Fagin  building),  which  shall  be  much  ap- 
preciated by 

Yours  very  respectfully, 

B.  A.  Dyer. 

Answered  as  follows  : 

*****  xhe  iocai  distance  tariff'  nates  as  shown  in  No.  328  apply  in  all 
cases  where  they  are  less  than  the  Missouri  statute  rates  on  page  9.  The  Missouri 
statute  rates  "in  dollars  per  car,"  apply  to  10  tens.  The  rate  from  St.  Louis  to  Kan- 
sas City  on  car-load  of  brick  by  statute  rates  would  be  $37.50  per  car,  $3.75  per 
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ton,  and  18f  cents  per  100  pounds.  Excess  over  ten  tons  takes  same  rate  per  100 
pounds.  But  the  local  distance  tariff  makes  rate  290  miles,  9f  cents  per  100  pounds. 
The  lower  rate  applies.  For  25  miles  statute  rate  4  cents  per  100  pounds  (80  cents 
per  ton);  local  distance  tarifi  3^  cents  per  100  pounds.  The  lower  rate  applies, 
and  so  on.  The  Commissioners  are  authorized  to  investigate  over-charges  or  dis- 
criminations. 

May  4 — The  following  was  received: 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  May  3,  1S94. 

Jas.  Harding,  Secretary,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Yours  2nd  inst.  received  with  enclosure  of  tariff  No.  328.  Accept 
thanks. 

Relative  to  mileage  rate,  you  cite  290  and  9|c  per  100;  beg  to  ask  that  you  recon- 
sider it,  as  it  was  my  impression,  confirmed  by  the  statement  of  my  company 
(Hydraulic  Pressed  Brick  Co.),  that  the  short  mileage  should  govern,  and  this 
being  the  Wabash,  277  or  279  miles,  made  my  company  rile  their  claims  at  9£c,  in 
accordance  therewith,  which  were  paid  on  this  basis,  and  while  the  Mo.  Pac. 
might  have  been  induced  to  pay  their  claims  as  "policy  claims,"  I  think  it  not 
likely  they  would  pay  a  penny  more  than  compelled  by  the  rulings  of  your  Board, 
therefore,  I  conclude  that  your  statement  of  290  and  9|c  was  due  to  oversight  of 
some  of  your  clerks. 

But  provided  the  short  mileage  does  not  govern,  will  you  please  advise  if  it 
will  be  .absolutely  necessary  for  me  to  itemize  ;the  entire  claim  again,  or  just  re- 
duce its  total  by  the  J  cents  per  100.  Also  please  advise  if  your  Board  can  give 
this  matter  a  hearing  and  settle  it  at  its  next  (  Tuesday  )  weekly  meeting. 

I  called  upon  Mr.  Hennessey,  but  as  I  could  get  an  answer  from  you  before  he 
returns  from  St.  Joe,  L  have  written  your  office. 

Waiting  prompt  reply,  I  am,  Yours  most  respectfully, 

B.  A.  Dyer. 

Answered  as  follows : 

*  *  *  *  The  rate  of  &§  cents  per  lOOlbs.,  as  quoted  in  my  letter  of  2nd 
inst  ,  is  simply  the  rate  on  brick  as  shown  in  Mo.  P.  local  distance  tariff  No.  328, 
and  applying  to  distances  over  280  miles  and  not  exceeding  290  miles.  The  dis- 
tance from  St.  Louis  to  Kansas  City  via.  Mo.  P.  Ry.,  is  283  miles.  I  fail  to  find 
any  through  tariff  on  brick— St.  Louis  to  Kansas  City— on  file  in  this  office.  I  will 
bring  the  matter  to  the  attention  of  the  Board  at  its  next  meeting. 

May  6,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Jas.  Harding.  Secretary  State  R.  W.  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo  : 

Dear  Sir— Accept  thanks  for  your  prompt  reply  the  4th  inst.,  which  is  duly 
noted.  Having  talked  this  matter  over  today  with  Mr.  Hennessey,  and  as  he  told 
me  he  would  take  the  matter  up  on  Wednesday,  and  to  send  all  papers  to  you,  I 
herewith  return  same  accompanying  this  letter,  and  in  reply  beg  to  state  as  fol- 
lows: 

The  point  of  importance  in  my  favor  of  the  3rd  inst.  was  to  know,  and  have 
you  establish  the  fact,  whether  the  mileage  of  the  road  carrying  the  business 
should  be  the  basis  of  my  claim,  or  (  when  as  in  this  case  )  whether  it  is  not  the 
mileage  of  the  shortest  route  that  should  govern — for  the  reason  that  this  road 
allowed  the  claims  of  my  company  on  the  basis  of  the  short  mileage  ( extracts ). 

From  the  attached  correspondence  all  the  facts  can  be  obtained,  so  I  will  not 
repeat  them  here. 
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I  also  enclose  the  tariff  (  No.  1488)  now  effective,  also,  No.  328  which  it  can- 
celed, but  which  are  the  same  as  to  rate-on  claims  I  present. 

Please  note  another  small  claim  for  one  car  to  Independence,  making  total 
amount  of  three  claims  $907.56. 

Waiting  your  instructions  as  to  how  to  make  request  on  Missouri  Pacific 
Railway  for  this  amount,  also,  return  of  papers,  I  am, 

^ours  very  respectfully, 

B.  A.  Dyer. 

Answered  May  10,  as  follows  : 

The  Board  took  up  and  considered  the  matter  of  alleged  over-charges  on 
brick  shipped  by  you  from  Howard's  to  Kansas  City  and  other  points  on  the  Mis- 
souri Pacific  railroad,  as  stated  by  you  in  your  favor  of  the  5th  inst.,  with  ex- 
pense bills  enclosed. 

As  regards  the  shipments  to  Kansas  City,  May  12,  18S8,  to  December  3,  1889, 
inclusive,  the  distance  from  Howard's  to  Kansas  City  is  279  miles,  and  rate  as 
shown  in  Missouri  Pacific  local  distance  tariff  No.  328  for  that  distance  will  apply, 
said  rate  being  9£  cents  per  100  pounds.  Freight  tariff  No.  344,  Missouri  Pacific 
railroad,  in  effect  January  24, 1888,  makes  rate  on  class  "  E"  (which,  under  west- 
ern classification,  includes  common  brick)  of  11  cents  per  100  pounds  between 
Kansas  City  and  Rose  Hill,  14  miles  west  of  St.  Louis,  but  makes  no  rate  to  points 
east  of  Rose  Hill.  Tariff  No.  344  was  canceled  October  1890,  by  tariff  988,  which 
made  rate  on  brick,  Kansas  City  to  Howard's,  of  11  cents  per  100  pounds;  but 
of  course  this  would  not  apply  on  your  shipments.  The  Board  fails  to  find  any- 
thing in  tariffs  filed  in  tbis  office  which  would  warrant  the  charge  of  11  cents 
per  100  pounds  on  your  shipments  from  Howard's  to  Kansas  City  during  the  pe- 
riod embraced  in  dates  as  shown  by  expense  bills.  In  former  letter  to  you  rate 
was  quoted  as  9f  cents  per  100  pounds  for  your  shipments  of  brick,  it  being  sup- 
posed that  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City  were  the  points  to  be  considered.  The 
distance  between  those  points  being  over  280  miles,  the  rate  would  be  9|  cents 
by  distanc  etariff,  but  the  distance  from  Howard's  being  279  miles,  the  rate  quoted 
for  280  miles  will  apply. 

As  regards  the  shipments  to  St.  Joseph  :  The  rate  charged  you  is  11  cents  per 
100  pounds,  whereas  by  tariff  328  the  rate  shown  is  11J  cents  per  100  pounds,  the 
distance  from  Howard's  to  St.  Joseph  being  350  miles. 

In  case  of  the  shipment  to  Independence,  the  rate  charged  you  is  11  cents  per 
100  pounds,  whereas  by  tariff  328  the  distance  from  Howard's  to  Independence 
being  268  miles,  should  take  the  270-mile  rate,  being  9J-  cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  Board  find  an  over-charge  of  one  and  one-haif  cents  per  100  pounds  on 
all  of  your  shipments  from  Howard's  to^Kansas  City,  excepting  on  shipments  Feb. 
7,  15  and  March  13,  1889,  on  which  the  over-charge  is  three  cents  per  100  pounds. 

On  your  shipments  from  Howard's  to  St.  Joseph,.the  Board  do  not  find  that 
you  were  overcharged. 

On  your  shipments  from  Howard's  to  Independence,  the  Board  find  that  you 
were  overcharged  one  and  three-fourths  cents  per  100  pounds.  Copy  of  this  letter 
will  be  sent  Mr.  W.  C  Stith,  General  Freight  Agent  Missouri  Pacific  railroad. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  commissioners. 

May  10— Letter  was  written  W.  C.  Stith,  G.  P.  A.  Mo.  P.  R'y,  as 
follows : 

Herewith  is  enclosed  copy  of  letter  written  today  to  Mr.  B.  A.  Dyer  in  regard 
to  a  claim  against  the  Missouri  Pacific  Railway  Company  on  account  of  over- 
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charges  on  brick  shipped  by  him  from  Howard's  to  Kansas  City  and  other  points,  in 
1888  89.  The  letter  wiil  explain  the  matter.  Rates  in  tariffs  328  and  344  seem  to 
be  in  conflict.  For  instance,  the  rate  from  Rose  Hill  to  Kansas  City  on  brick,  as 
per  tariff  No.  344,  is  11  cents  per  100  pounds,  the  distance  being  270  miles.  Local 
distance  tariff  makes  rate  on  brick  from  Howard's  to  Independence,  same  distance, 
9}  cents.  Neither  tariff  discriminates  as  regards  direction  of  traffic,  whether  east 
or  west-bound,  and  as  no  rate  was  made  on  brick  from  Howard's  to  Kansas  City  in 
tariff  344,  the  Board  holds  that  rate  of  9k  cents,  as  shown  in  tariff  328  for  270  miles, 
must  apply  on  the  shipments  between  those  points.  Shipments  comprise  in  all  177 
cars.   Mr.  Dyer  has  all  papers  in  the  case. 

May  21 — The  following  was  received  : 

St  Louis,  Mo.,  May  19,  1894. 
Jas.  Harding,  Secretary  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Department,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Beg  to  acknowledge  yours  of  10th,  embodying  the  decisions  and 
findings  of  your  Board,  which,  in  the  main,  sustain  my  claims. 

I  have  presented  it  to  Mr.  Stith,  of  the  Mo.  Pac.  R'y,  and  today  he  says  he 
has  no  reason  why  he  should  think  differently  than  stated  in  his  favor  April  20, 
attached  hereto,  and,  in  addition,  refuses  to  make  me  any  written  statement, 
•claiming  he  has  no  grounds  for  it,  having  received  no  communication  from  your 
Board. 

Such  being  the  case  of  his  refusal  to  abide  by  your  rulings,  please  advise  me 
how  to  act  to  get  claims  paid,  and  oblige  Yours,  etc., 

B.  A.  Dyer. 

May  22,  1894^-The  following  was  written  Mr.  W.  C.  Stith,  G.  F. 
A.,  etc. : 

Mr.  B.  A.  Dyer  has  again  referred  his  claim  of  over-charges  on  shipments  of 
brick  from  Howard's  to  Kansas  City  in  1888-89.  lam  instructed  to  state  that  the 
•Commissioners,  as  they  understand  it,  see  no  reason  to  change  their  views  regard- 
ing this  matter,  as  expressed  in  letter  of  10th  inst.  to  Mr.  Dyer,  copy  of  which  was 
mailed  you. 

Should  you,  however,  desire  a  hearing  in  the  case,  the  Commissioners  will 
appoint  a  day  for  the  purpose,  on  receipt  of  information  that  such  action  is  de- 
sired, before  final  decision  of  the  Board  is  declared. 

June  7 — The  following  was  received: 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  June  5, 1894. 
Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Department,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — Mr.  W.  C.  Stith,  our  General  Freight  Agent,  has  re  ferred  your  com- 
munication to  him  of  the  22d  ultimo,  regarding  the  claim  for  over-charges  on  ship- 
ments of  brick  from  Howard's  to  Kansa's  City  in  1888  and  1889,  made  by  B.  A. 
Dyer  against  the  Missouri  Pacific  Railway  Company,  to  me  for  advice. 

Please  defer  action  in  this  matter  until  I  can  look  into  this  claim,  and  oblige, 

Yours  truly, 

H.  S.  PklEST. 

June  5,  1894— The  following  action  was  taken  by  the  Board  : 

City  of  Jefferson,  June  5,  1894. 
In  the  matter  of  complaint  of  B.  A.  Dyer  vs.  The  Missouri  Pacific  Railway 
Company,  on  account  of  alleged  over-charges  on  brick  shipped  from  Howard's 
station  to  Kansas  City,  and  other  points  on  the  said  Missouri  Pacific  railway,  in 
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1888-1889,  the  Commissioners  order  that  a  hearing  of  the  said  matter  be  held  at 
their  office  in  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  on  Tuesday,  June  12th  irst.,  at  9  o'clock  a.  m.,. 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  is  hereby  instructed  to  notify  the  parties  to  the 
complaint  of  the  date  and  time  of  said  hearing,  in  order  that  they  may  be  present 
and  heard  in  the  matter  pending.  Very  respectfully, 

James  Harding,  Secretary. 
Messrs.  B.  A.  Dyer  and  W.  0.  Stith  were  duly  notified  of  above 
action. 

Hearing  was  had  as  appointed.    Proceedings  were  as  follows  : 

HearingZpf  'matter  of  alleged  Over-charges  hi  the  case  of  B.  A.  Dyery 
of  St.  Louis,  vs.  The  Missouri  Pacific  Railway  Company. 

Held  in  office  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  at  Jefferson  City, 

Missouri,  June  12,  1891. 

Present,  T.  J.  Hennessey,  Chairman,  and  Commissioners  Hickman 
and  Cowgill,  and  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  B.  A.  Dyer  appeared  in  person. 

The  Missouri  Pacific  Kail  way  Company  was  representedby  Mr. 
H.  Phelps. 

The  correspondence  between  this  orifice  and  Mr.  Dyer,  and  to  Mr. 
Stith,  G.  F.  A.  Mo.  Pacific  railway,  was  read  by  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  Phelps — Mr.  Dyer,  have  you  got  your  expense  bills  with  you — 
all  of  them  ? 

Mr.  Dyer — Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Phelps — How  many  of  these  shipments  occurred  after  April 
21,  1889  ! 

Mr.  Dyer — Four  cars. 

Mr.  Phelps — Four  cars  subsequent  to  that  % 
Mr.  Dyer — Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Phelps — What  was  the  aggregate  amount  of  that  over-charge  ? 
Can  you  give  me  the  dates  ? 

Mr.  Dyer — November  15,  1889,  over-charge,  $5.71  ;  August  20, 
over-charge,  $5.40  ;  August  29,  over-charge,  $1.79  ;  December  3,  over- 
charge, $6.37. 

Mr.  Phelps— Just  deduct  that  amount,  the  sum  of  $5.71,  $5.40,  $1.79 
and  $6.37— $22.27—  from  the  total  amount  of  your  bill,  $900.46— that  is 
the  total  amount,  is  it  not  % 

Mr.  Dyer — Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  amount  exclusive  of  the  car  which 
went  to  Independence. 

Mr.  Phelps — Does  that  car  that  went  to  Independence  go  to  make 
up  a  part  of  this  $900  \ 

Mr.  Dyer — No,  sir. 
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Mr.  Phelps — What  was  the  amount  of  over-charge  claimed  on  that  ? 

Mr.  Dyer — The  date  is  June  29,  and  the  amount  $8.28. 

Mr.  Phelps — Now,  if  the  Board  please,  this  matter  has  only  been 
called  to  my  attention  about  a  couple  of  weeks  ago.  Mr.  Stith  was 
under  the  impression  that  these  claims  belonged  to  the  Hydraulic 
Pressed  Brick  Company.  If  an  over-charge  had  been  made  it  was 
against  the  Hydraulic  Pressed  Brick  Company,  and  not  against  Mr. 
Dyer,  and  Mr.  Stith  thought  this  company  should  present  the  claim. 

There  is  another  thing :  All  of  these  claims  are  barred  by  the 
statute  of  limitation,  except  those  shipped  subsequent  to  April  2L 
Five  years  is  the  statute  of  limitation  of  all  claims  of  that  character. 
The  only  overcharges  subsequent  to  April  21,  J889,  are  August  20r 
$5.40;  August  29,  84.79;  November  15,  $5.71,  and  December  3,  $6.37, 
and  then  this  other  item  here  of  $8.28  on  a  shipment  made  to  Inde- 
pendence, June  29,  making  a  total  of  $30.55.  I  am  here  to  say,  but  I 
suppose  Mr.  Dyer  would  not  accept  that,  that  the  company  would  be 
perfectly  willing  to  pay  that  amount.  The  other  items  are  barred  by 
this  statute  of  limitation.  The  statute  of  limitation  applies  to  a  ship- 
ment of  this  kind  as  well  as  to  anything  else.  If  this  over-charge  has 
been  made,  I  do  not  know  why  the  matter  was  left  so  long. 

Mr.  Hennessey — I  asked  Mr.  Dyer  about  that — no,  I  believe,  it 
was  Gen.  Harding  I  asked.    He  did  not  know. 

Mr.  Dyer — You  asked  Mr.  Harding  why  this  matter  had  not  been 
brought  up  before? 

Mr.  Hennessey — Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dyer — Well,  I  can  tell  you.  The  matter  was  not  brought  to 
my  attention  until  about  a  year  ago.  Then  the  Jlydraulic  Pressed 
Brick  Company  found  out  that  they  had  been  over-charged  on  some 
shipments,  and  notified  me  that  the  same  thing  had  occurred  with  me. 
As  soon  as  I  heard  of  it  I  commenced  trying  to  get  a  settlement,  and 
have  been  at  it  continuously.  I  have  been  working  with  the  Missouri 
Pacific  direct.  That  is  the  solution  of  why  the  matter  was  overlooked 
so  long, 

Mr.  Phelps — Did  you  handle  this  stuff  as  the  agent  of  the  Hydrau- 
lic Pressed  Brick  Company  ? 

Mr.  Dyer — To  the  world  at  large  I  did,  yes,  sir,  but  I  really  bought 
it  outright  and  paid  the  freight  myself. 

Mr.  Phelps — Everything  appears  here  to  have  been  shipped  by  that 
company.  Mr.  Stith  told  me  the  other  day  he  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  this  claim  against  our  company  belonged  to  this  Pressed 
Brick  company,  and  that  company  was  the  proper  party  to  present 
these  claims. 


74 


Mr.  Dyer — No,  sir,  the  matter  was  handled  by  me  individually, 
although  I  was  represented  to  the  trade  at  large  as  the  agent  of  the 
company. 

Mr.  Phelps — These  claims  that  are  not  barred  by  the  statute  of 
limitation  we  will  pay.  The  other  claims  are  barred  ;  at  least  we  think 
they  are.  That  would  be  a  point  for  the  courts  to  determine.  I  do 
not  know  whether  you  have  consulted  an  attorney  or  not,  bat  I  think 
any  attorney  would  'agree  with  me  that  these  other  claims  are  barred. 

Mr.  Dyer — I  have  taken  no  legal  advice  whatever.  I  have  no 
knowledge  of  the  law  as  it  applies  to  this  particular  point.  However, 
I  would  like  to  ask  a  postponement  of  the  matter  until  I  could  consult 
an  attorney,  or  the  Attorney-General. 

Mr.  Phelps — The  Attorney-General  would  probably  not  give  you 
an  official  opinion  unless  asked  for  it  by  the  Board.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  allow  Mr.  Dyer  time  to  consult  his  attorney.  I  feel  sure  he 
will  agree  with  me  on  this  question. 

Mr.  Hennessey — Of  course  the  Board  has  taken  the  case  just  as 
far  as  it  can  when  it  agreed  to  this  hearing,  beyond  consulting  with 
the  Attorney- General  in  relation  to  the  law  in  the  case. 

Mr.  Dyer — In  view  of  the  favorable  decision  rendered  by  your 
Board  in  the  main  in  my  behalf,  and  my  understanding  of  their  powers 
to  adjust  these  matters  from  a  legal  stand-point,  I  will  ask,  if  it  is  not 
out  of  order,  that  this  Board  ask  the  Attorney-General  for  his  opinion 
on  the  legal  question  involved.    Of  course  I  must  abide  by  the  law. 

Mr.  Hennessey — Of  course  the  Attorney-General  is  our  legal  ad- 
viser. We  do  not  know  about  this  statute  of  limitation.  That  would 
be  a  question  for  the  courts  to  determine.  We  took  up  the  matter  as  a 
whole  on  your  statement.  We  did  not  consider  the  law,  just  simply 
the  rates  filed  in  our  office,  the  over-charges,  etc. 

Mr.  Hickman — How  long  would  you  want,  Mr.  Dyer?  How  long- 
would  it  take  you  to  consult  your  attorney,  and  then  for  us  to  give  you 
a  hearing  ? 

Mr.  Dyer — With  me  it  is  just  a  question  as  to  how  long  it  would 
take  the  Attorney-General  to  render  his  opinion  to  this  Board.  I 
would  like  to  get  his  construction  of  this  law. 

Mr.  Phelps— If  your  attorney  and  I  could  get  together,  I  feel  sure 
we  could  agree  as  to  the  law  in  this  case. 

Mr.  Oowgill — I  would  like  to  ask  you  this  question,  Mr.  Dyer: 
Did  the  five  years  expire  prior  to  the  time  you  presented  your  claim  to 
the  Missouri  Pacific  Railway  Company  ?  If  it  did  not,  I  believe  that 
would  have  some  effect. 
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Mr.  Phelps — The  five  years  is  counted  up  to  the  time  proceedings 
are  begun.  You  might  have  my  note  and  ask  me  for  the  money  every 
day,  and  I  might  refuse  to  pay  you ;  if  you  waited  to  begin  action  until 
the  five  years  were  up,  that  would  act  as  a  bar,  even  though  you  had 
been  pressing  your  claim  with  me.  Part  of  these  claims,  part  of  these 
shipments  were  made  in  1887.  You  did  not  discover  there  had  been 
an  over-charge  made  until  after  the  five  years  had  expired.  Have  you 
the  date  there  of  the  first  shipment? 

Mr.  Dyer— Yes,  sir  ;  it  is  May  12,  1888. 

Mr.  Cowgill — When  was  the  last  shipment  made  ? 

Mr.  Dyer — December,  1889. 

Mr.  Phelps — That  is  not  barred.  We  do  not  claim  that  anything 
is  barred  except  those  shipments  prior  to  April  21,  1889. 

Mr.  Hennessey — As  I  understand  it,  those  other  over-charges  you 
are  willing  to  pay. 

.Mr.  Phelps — Yes,  sir,  perfectly  willing  to  pay  them.  I  think  if  you 
will  consult  any  attorney  in  the  State,  he  will  tell  you  I  am  right  about 
it. 

Mr.  Dyer — I  expect  you  are,  judge.  I  have  no  desire  to  go  con- 
trary to  the  law;  I  know  nothing  about  it,  but  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  stand  by  the  law  in  the  case. 

Mr.  Phelps — I  am  satisfied  that  any  lawyer  in  the  State  will  tell 
you  I  am  right.  At  the  same  time,  if  the  Board  wants  to  make  any 
further  order,  I  will  simply  state  that  we  stand  upon  this  statute  of 
limitation.    I  think  we  can  all  agree  about  what  the  law  is. 

Mr.  Dyer — Of  course,  I  must  abide  by  the  law,  and  I  am  willing 
to  do  that.    I  am  a  law-abiding  citizen. 

Mr.  Harding — When  this  matter  was  first  brought  to  the  attention 
of  this  Board,  the  question  of  limitation  was  spoken  of,  but  they  are 
not  supposed  to  be  looking  for  these  law  points. 

Mr.  Cowgill — It  seems  to  me  it  would  be  better  just  for  the  Sec- 
retary to  make  out  a  statement  of  the  case — when  the  shipments  began 
and  when  ended,  and  include  in  that  the  time  when  he  made  his  first 
<claim  to  the  railroad  company.  That,  it  seems  to  me,  is  the  important 
point,  and  submit  the  whole  thing  to  the  Attorney-General. 

Mr.  Hickman — That  is  satisfactory  to  you,  Mr.  Dyer  ? 

Mr.  Dyer — Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Phelps — I  suggest  that  you  submit  this  to  the  Attorney-Gen- 
eral, giving  all  the  facts  in  the  case.  This  defendant  company  stands 
wholly  on  this  statute  of  limitation.  Here  is  a  shipper  who  claims  he 
was  over-charged  on  these  several  shipments.  All  but  a  few  of  them 
are  barred  by  this  statute  of  limitation.    He  filed  his  claim  with  the 
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defendant  company  something  like  a  year  ago,  but  has  been  unable  to 
effect  a  settlement.  Finally  he  brings  the  matter  to  the  attention  of 
this  Board.  We  still  claim  the  statute  of  limitation  is  a  bar  to  all 
claims  for  over-charges  made  on  shipments  prior  to  April  21$  1889,  and 
this  Board  can  take  no  action  as  against  the  company  to  require  it  to 
refund  this  money.    That  is  about  the  way  the  matter  stands  today. 

The  finding  of  the  Board  in  above  cause  was  deferred  pending  an 
opinion  of  the  Attorney-General  regarding  the  Statute  of  limitation  as 
applying  to  shipments  referred  to. 

June  12 — The  following  letter  was  written  Hon.  K.  F.  Walkerr 
Attorney-General : 

A  matter  has  been  referred  to  this  Board  for  its  consideration  and  ruling, 
which,  briefly  stated,  is  as  follows  : 

The  Hydraulic  Press  Brick  Company  shipped  from  Howard's,  Mo  ,  to  its  agent 
in  Kansas  City,  and  other  points  in  Missouri  on  the  line  of  the  Missouri  Pacific 
railway,  some  177  car-loads  of  brick.  These  shipments  covered  a  period  from  May 
12,  1888,  to  December  3,  1889,  inclusive.  It  was  ascertained  by  the  agents  of  the 
brick  company  that  over-charges  had  been  made  by  the  Missouri  Pacific  Railway 
Company  on  the  shipments  referred  to,  amounting  in  all  to  $907.46.  The  same 
rates  per  100  pounds  had  been  charged  by  the  railway  company  on  other  similar 
shipments  to  other  agents  by  the  brick  company,  and  upon  presentation  of  claims 
for  over-charges,  the  matter  had  been  adjusted  and  the  over-charges  refunded  by 
the  railway  company. 

On  Octoberl7,  1893,  Mr.  B.  A.  Dyer,  the  agent  first  referred  to,  presented  his 
claims  for  over-charges  to  the  Missouri  Pacific  Railway  Company,  amounting  to 
$907.46.  The  payment  of  the  claim  was  refused  by  the  railway  company.  On 
April  21,  1894,  Mr.  Dyer  referred  the  matter  to  the  Commissioners  for  their  inves- 
tigation, and  after  correspondence,  a  hearing  of  the  case  was  ordered  and  held 
to-day. 

The  attorney  for  the  Missouri  Pacific  Railway  Company  held  that  all  claims 
for  over-charges  on  shipments  of  brick  by  the  Hydraulic  Press  Brick  Co.  on  which 
over-charges  were  alleged,  and  which  shipments  were  made  prior  to  April  21, 1889, 
were  barred  by  the  statute  of  limitations— April  21, 1894.  being.the  date  on  which 
the  claims  were  referred  to  the  Commissioners.  The  attorney  for  the  railway 
company  ottered  to  refund  the  over-charges  on  the  shipments  made  subsequent  to 
April  21,  1889. 

1  am'instructed  to  request  your  opinion  as  regards  the  effect  of  the  statute  of 
limitation  in  this  matter.  Does  the  statute  apply  ?  If  so,  does  it  apply  to  a  date 
five  years  prior  to  October  17,  1888  (October  17,  1893,  being  date  when  claim  was 
first  presented  to  the  railroad  company  for  adjustment),  or  to  a  date  five  years 
prior  to  April  21, 1889— April  21,  1894,  being  date  when  matter  was  referred  to  the 
Commissioners  for  their  decision  ?  Please  give  this  matter  your  attention  and  reply 
at  your  earliest  convenience. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

June  20 — The  following  was  received  : 

To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

You  ask  if  the  claim  of  B.  A.  Dyer  vs.  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Company  i» 
barred  by  the  statute  of  limitations.    The  first  item  of  the  account  between  the 
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parties  is  dated  Jane  29,  18S3.  The  shipments  were  made  by  Dyer  over  the  road 
from  time  to  time  until  D  cember  3,  1889.  The  transactions  between  the  parties 
cannot  be  charged  as  other  than  an  open  running  account,  and  the  statute  of  limi- 
tations of  five  years  is,  therefore,  applicable.  From  June  29,  1888,  to  April  21, 
1S94,  at  which  time  Dyer  presented  his  account  to  your  Board  for  adjudication,  is 
only  four  years  and  nine  months;  the  claim  is,  therefore,  not  barred. 

Respectfully, 

K.  P.  Walker, 

Attorney-General . 

June  28— The  following  action  was  taken  by  the  Board  : 

City  of  Jefferson,  June  28,  1S94. 

In  the  matter  of  the  complaint  of  B.  A  Dyer  vs.  The  Missouri  Pacitic  Rail- 
way Company,  on  account  of  over-charges  on  177  cars  of  brick  shipped  from  How- 
ard's station  to  Kansas  City  and  other  points  on  the  Missouri  Pacific  railway,  in 
the  State  of  Missouri,  amounting  to  about  the  sum  of  $908.74,  same  was  this  day 
taken  up,  and  after  due  consideration  by  the  Board,  and  because  of  the  opinion  of 
the  Attorney-General  riled  in  tbis  case,  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Board  that  this 
plaintiff,  the  said  B.  A.  Dyer,  has  just  cause  for  complaint,  and  we  recommend 
that  the  defendant,  the  said  Missouri  Pacific  Railway  Company,  pay  to  the  said 
B.  A.  Dyer  the  sum  of  $908.74  over-charges  as  claimed  by  him. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

James  Harding,  Secretary. 

Certified  copies  were  mailed  to  Messrs.  Dyer  and  Stitli. 


June  12 — The  following  was  received  : 

Gallatin,  Mo.,  May  10,  1893. 
State  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentiemen— Please  name  us  the  legal  tariff  freight  rate  for  Missouri  for  25  miles, 
and  each  additional  25  miles,  by  car-load  lots,  on  all  kinds  of  grain  and  flour,  feed, 
etc.,  and  also  on  local  lots,  and  what  is  the  penalty  for  violation  of  the  law,  and 
when  did  the  new  tariff  go  in  force  ?  Yours  truly, 

Cline  &  Cline 

And  was  answered  same  day  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  The  maximum  rates  prescribed  by  statute  for  the  transportation  of 
grain  by  railroad  witbin  the  State  of  Missouri  are  as  follows:  Car-loads  (Com- 
missioners' ruling,  20,000  pounds  is  a  car-load),  tirst  25  miles,  G  cents  per  100  pounds; 
second  25  miles,  4  cents  per  100  pounds  additional;  third  25  miles,  2  cents  addi- 
tional; and  so  on,  up  to  200  miles,  unless  the  fractional  part  of  any  25-mile  haul 
beyond  the  first  50  miles  shall  be  lees  than  13  miles,  in  which  case  the  rate  is  1 
cent  per  100  pounds  additional.  Please  see  report  herewith,  pp.  213,  244.  Flour 
In  barreh  or  sacks  in  lots  of  10,000  pounds  or  more  takes  same  rate  per  100  pounds 
as  grain.  The  several  lines  of  the  State,  as  a  rule,  charge  statute  rates  on  local 
traffic.    No  tariff  has  been  established  by  statute  since  1875. 


May  20,  1893 — The  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  19,  1893. 
To  Honorable  R.  R.  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— Enclosed  we  hand  you  our  claim  against  the  Mo.  Pac.  R.  R.  Co., 
with  their  letter  declining  same  attached.   At  point  of  shipment  we  had  about  300 
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bu.  oats,  all  we  could  procure  at  reasonable  figure,  and  loaded  them  in  car,  finish- 
ing the  car  with  hay,  and  billed  the  same  here  as  oats  and  bay,  expecting  to  pay 
the  rate  on  the  commodity  taking  highest  classification.  You  will  observe  that  the 
railroad  company  have  charged  us  on  two  car-'oids— one  of  hay  and  one  of  oats. 

Are  ttiey  justified  in  this  course  by  law  ? 

Very  respectfully, 

Harper- Feicke  Grain  Co. 

Referred  same  day  to  W.  C.  Stith,  G.  F.  A.  Mo.  Pac.  R'y,  for  ex- 
planation. 

May  27 — Following  reply  was  received  from  Mr.  Lincoln,  Assistant 
General  Freight  Agent : 

Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  of  Mis- 
souri, Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — Returning  herewith  papers  with  respect  to  alleged  over-charges 
upou  car-load  of  mixed  grain  and  hay  forwarded  from  Hannon,  Mo.,  to  Kansas 
City,  would  advise  that  our  agent  has  applied  the  general  rule  of  this  company 
with  respect  to  assessment  of  charges  upon  mixed  shipments  which  are  not  author- 
ized under  the  rules  and  regulations  of  this  company,  overlooking  the  fact  that 
the  highest  car-load  rate  should  be  applied  upon  a  shipment  from  a  Missouri  point 
to  Kansas  City,  as  per  section  2634,  page  222,  16th  Annual  Report  of  the  Board  of 
Railroad  Commissioners. 

By  reason  of  the  special  conditions  surrounding  certain  traffic,  we  have  made 
the  leading  markets,  like  Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis,  special  commodity  rates  ; 
notably  is  this  the  case  upon  grain  and  live-stock,  which  the  producers  of  Missouri 
are  more  interested  in  than  almost  any  other  article  of  commerce.  The  condition 
of  our  special  commodity  tariff  is  that  the  shipment  shall  be  in  straight  car-loads, 
Fubject  to  a  minimum  of  24,000  pounds  per  car.  As  we  understand  section  2634, 
it  requires  that  mixed  car-load  shipments  shall  be  taken  at  the  highest  car-load 
rate,  as  established  under  the  statutes.  As  the  distance  from  Hannon  to  Kansas 
City  is  115  miles,  and  distance  tariff  would  make  on  hay  9£,  and  on  oats  14c  per 
hundred  pounds,  we  believe  that  this  shipment  should  be  charged  on  the  basis  of 
actual  weight  at  14e  per  hundred  pounds. 

If  our  interpretation  is  correct,  kindly  advise  me,  and  we  will  arrange  at  once 
for  a  refund  to  Messrs.  Harper  &  Fricke  for  all  collected  in  excess  of  that  rate. 

Yours  truly, 

J.  C.  Lincoln,  A.  G.  F.  A. 

May  29 — The  following  was  written  Harper-Fricke  Grain  Co.: 

*  *  *  *  The  legal  rate  (meaning  statute  rate)  for  the  transportation  of 
oats  115  miles — Hannon  to  Kansas  city,  115  miles— is  16  cents  per  100  pounds  car- 
loads. Under  provisions  of  section  2634,  Revised  Statutes,  the  railroad  can  charge 
on  car-load  of  mixed  freight  not  to  exceed  car-load  rate  on  highest  class  of  mer- 
chandise in  car.  Mo.  P.  rate  (local  distance  tariff  rate.)  on  oats  from  Hannon  to 
Kansas  City  is  14  cents  per  100  pounds  car-load,  and  your  complaint  will  be  ad- 
justed on  basis  of  14  cents  per  100  pounds  on  actual  weight  of  oats  and  hay  con- 
tained in  shipment  referred  to.  Railroad  company  will  be  so  advised,  and  no- 
doubt  refund  of  difference  will  be  promptly  paid  you. 
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May  31 — The  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  30,  1803. 

Jas.  Harding,  Esq  ,  Jefferson  City,  Mo  : 

My  Dear  Sir— Yours  May  29,  1893,  received.  Coutents  carefully  noted.  You 
say  the  rate  Hannon  to  Kin3as  City  is  14  on  oats.  The  Mo.  P.  tariff  gives  the 
rate  on  oats  of  8  cents,  while  on  hay  it  is  7.  Now  we  claim  they  cannot  charge  to 
exceed  8  cents  per  100.  Your  letter  gives  the  rate  14.  Think  you  are  wrong,  as 
the  tariff  on  all  roads  from  same  territory  is  7  cents  on  hay  and  8  cents  on  oats* 
Kindly  see  if  we  are  not  correct.  Very  truly  yours, 

Harpkr-Fricke  G.  Co. 

May  31 — Following  was  written  Mr.  Lincoln  : 

*  *  *  *  Looking  further  into  the  matter,  it  appears  that  your  regular  car- 
load rates  from  Hannon  to  Kansas  City  were,  at  time  of  shipment  complained  of, 
for  oats  8i  cents  per  100  lbs.,  and  for  hay  7  cents.  This  being  the  case,  the  settle- 
ment should  be  on  basis  of  8J  cents  per  100  lbs.  instead  of  14  cents,  which  is  local 
distance  tariff.  '.The  statute  does  not  provide  that  statute  rates  must  apply  incases 
of  mixed  car-loads,  but  that;no  more  shall  be  charged  for  such  car-load  than  is  at 
same  time  charged  for  transportation  of  a  car-load  of  highest  class  of  merchandise 
contained  in  car.    Please  attend  to  this  and  make  correction. 

The  following  was  afterward  received  and  papers  returned  as  re- 
quested : 

Kansas  City,  Mo,  June  22,  1893. 
Hon.  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen—If  you  will  return  our  claim  you  have  against  the  Mo.  P.  Ry.,  we 
will  present  it  to  them,  as  they  are  now  willing  to  allow  it,  which  you  can  see 
by  enclosed  letter.  Very  truly  yours, 

Harper-F.  G.  Co. 


May  31 — The  following  letter  was  written  J.  G.  Lewis,  Secretary 
of  Lewis  Manufacturing  Company,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  in  reply  to  letter 
regarding  statute  rates  and  rates  made  by  the  Commissioners: 

*  *  *  *  *  There  is  no  law  fixing  a  maximum  rate  on  articles  in  general 
classes  1,  2.  3,  4,  etc.  Maximum  rates  are  established  for  commodities  in  seven 
special  classes.   See  section  2675,  Revised  Statutes,  page  243  of  report  herewith. 

Railroads  file  their  tariffs,  which  are  subject  to  approval  by  the  Commission- 
ers. These  tariffs  vary  on  different  roads  as  regards  local  distance  rates,  and  these 
rates  are  not  specified  by  law. 

I  enclose  order  of  this  Board  regarding  classification  of  cotton  goods,  taking 
effect  May  29th,  inst. 


June  7 — The  following  was  received  : 

Granby,  Mo.,  June  7,  1893. 

Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Sir — Herewith  1  call  your  attention  to  the  following  facts  :  Ritchey,  a  sta- 
tion on  the  Frisco  railroad,  five  miles  east  of  this  point,  has  a  17c  rate  on  wheat 
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Up  to  about  a  year  ago  Ritchey  paid  19c,  but  at  that  time  Mr.  Sanders,  from 
that  town,  who  was  engaged  in  the  wheat  and  milling  business,  was  elected  from 
this  county  as  representative.  He  promised  writer  to  use  all  bis  influence  to  get 
our  rates  equal  with  Peirce  City,  namely,  Itfc  a  hundred  lbs.  While  be  got  a  2c 
reduction  for  Ritchey,  our  old  rates  have  been  maintained.  Had  Mr.  Sanders  not 
been  killed  in  a  railroad  accident  in  Arkansas,  of  which  fact  you  are  perhaps 
aware,  we  would  today  be  on  the  same  footing  with  Ritchey. 

We  have  shipped  150  cars  of  wheat  from  this  point  a  year,  but  under  the  exist- 
ing circumstances,  we  are  unable  to  compete  with  Ritchey,  hence  wheat  tributary 
to  this  market  is  sold  at  Ritchey. 

Please  give  your  immediate  attention  to  this  matter,  as  the  new  crop  will  be 
on  the  market  shortly.   Hoping  to  hear  from  you, 

Yours  very  respectfully, 

Julius  Fishel. 

This  matter  was  taken  up  with  General  Freight  department  St. 
Louis  &  San  Francisco  E'y,  and  after  some  correspondence  a  con- 
ference was  arranged  ;  but  after  date  for  same  had  been  appointed, 
Mi.  Fishel  withdrew  his  complaint,  and  case  was  dismissed. 


The  following  was  received  June  14: 

Commerce,  Mo.,  June  13,  1893. 
Messrs.  Hickman,  Hennessey  and  Cowgill,  Railroad  Commissioners  : 

Sirs— I  desire  to  ask  if  you  have  taken  any  step  toward  establishing  a  peddling 
rate  for  melons.  As  you  are  aware  of  the  fact,  the  farmers  and  buyers  have  been 
unable  to  peddle  along  the  railroads  now  for  two  seasons ;  at  least  none  last  season. 
I  spoke  to  you  before  leaving  Jefferson  City.  We  desire  to  peddle  melons  along 
the  roads  to  towns  that  cannot  buy  a  car-load,  which  will  largely  increase  our 
market.  We  are  willing  to  pay  a  reasonable  sum  for  that  privilege  over  the  maxi- 
mum rate  established  by  law,  and  are  satisfied  you  can  make  all  arrangements  nec- 
essary for  cars,  etc. 

Please  advise  me  as  to  your  actions  in  the  matter.  And  ask  you  again,  as 
you  did  last  season,  to  see  that  we  get  cars  in  sufficient  number  to  handle  the 
crop. 

If  you  so  desire,  I  will  meet  you  in  St.  Louis,  when  you  see  fit  to  confer 
with  the  railroad  company,  should  such  trip  be  necessary.  I  cannot  too  deeply 
impress  on  you  the  importance  of  making  a  peddling  rate  in  the  interest  of  the 
grower,  and  also  the  benefit  derived  from  your  assistance  last  season  in  supply 
of  cars  and  prompt  shipment. 

Trusting  you  may  see  the  importance  of  and  give  this  subject  your  earnest 
and  immediate  attention,  I  am,  with  respect, 

J.»R.  Coffman. 

N.  B.  We  do  not  think  section  2592  will  interfere  with  any  terms  you  may 
make,  as  same  has  never  been  in  force  and  is  considered  by  some  eminent  law- 
yers as  unconstitutional.  However,  as  to  that  question  I  am  no  judge.  We 
would  prefer  a  rate  made  by  you,  reasonable.  C. 

Answered  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  in  reply  that  Commissioner  Hennessey 
will  be  in  St.  Louis  on  {Saturday,  17th  inst.,  and  will  confer  with  officials  of  the 
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iSt .  L.,  I.  M.  &  3,  R'y  in  regard  to  the  matter  of  a  peddling  rate,  and  will  do 
"whatever  he  can  toward  an  adjustment  of  the  same  which  will  be  satisfactory  to 
the  shippers    Tha  mitter  of  supply  of  cars  will  also  be  attended  to. 

June  20 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  C.  F.  Parker,  Freight  and 
Traffic  Manager  Missouri  Pacific  railway,  in  regard  to  a  peddling  rate 
on  melons  : 

*  *  *  lam  instructed  to  state  that,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commissioners, 
the  charge  of  $5  per  car  for  each  stop,  where  peddling  is  done,  including  £he  setting 
out  of  cars,  is  a  reasonable  charge,  and  that  they  recommend  the  rate  of  $5  per 
car,  as  stated,  as  a  peddling  charge  for  each  stop,  without  any  additional  charge 
for  setting  out  cars. 

Jnne  26 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Ooffrnan : 

Enclosed  you  will  find  two  letters  from  Mr.  Parker  in  regard  to  rates  on 
melons,  which  we  hope  will  be  satisfactory  to  the  melon-shippers.  After  receiv- 
ing the  first  we  wrote  another  letter  to  Mr.  Parker,  asking  him  to  knock  off  the 
$5  for  having  car  set  out  for  peddling,  which  you  will  see  by  the  second  letter  he 
agreed  to  do.    Plea9e  answer  whether  this  will  be  satisfactory. 

Conference  was  had,  by  Commissioner  Hennessey,  with  Mr.  Parker 
with  reference  to  a  peddling  rate  on  melons,  and  on  July  5,  the  follow- 
ing was  received  from  Mr.  Coffman  : 

Commerce,  Mo.,  July  3,  1893. 
Messrs.  Hennessey,  Cowgill  and  Hickman,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Sirs — There  is  no  doubt  but  that  '.the  peddling  rate  as  proposed  will  be  satis- 
factory to  our  people ;  that  is,  if  I  understand  Mr.  Parker  correctly,  $5  for  the  privi- 
lege. The  only  extra  charge  above  freight  will  be  $5  per  car,  and  not  $5  per  car 
for  each  stop,  as  he  writes  in  his  first  letter,  which  I  think  was  not  intended. 
Former  rates  were  $5  for  privileges  and  $3  switching  additional  each  stop;  yet 
often  a  car  was  peddled  and  no  switching. 

If  cur  interpretation  of  the  proposed  rate  is  correct,  $5  per  car  in  addition  to 
freight  for  the  privilege,  we  will  certainly  feel  gratified  and  extend  thanks  to 
your  honorable  Board  for  services  rendered. 

Respectfully  yours, 

J.  R.  Coffman. 

This  letter  was  answered  July  5,  as  follows  : 

*****  Xn  reply,  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  recom- 
mend a  peddling  rate  of  $5  per  car  for  each  stop  where  car  might  be  "set  out." 
This  would  include  the  placing  of  car  on  side-track,  and  taking  up  of  same  by  fol- 
lowing train.  For  the  peddling  of  melons  from;car  whilst  train  was  at  a  station — 
detained  by  company  business— it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners  that  no 

harge  should  be  made,  as  the  railroad  company,  in  such  case,  would  be  put  to  no 
inconvenience  or  expense  by  such  peddling.  But  where  car  is  to  be  cut  out  of  train 
and  placed  on  side-track  at  any  station,  to  remain  until  picked  up  by  a  following 

rain,  the  Commissioners  think  the  charge  of  $5  per  car  is  not  unreasonable  ;  or,  if 
train  should  be  detained  by  reason  of  the  peddling  of  melons  without  car  being  cut 
out  of  train,  the  peddling  charge  of  $5  would  be  proper. 

As  the  Commissioners  understand  the  matter,  the  charges,  as  indicated  above, 
are  reasonable. 

R  R  C— 6 
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Commissioner  Hennessey  had  personal  interviews  with  General  Manager 
Doddridge  and  Freight  Traffic  Manager  Parker  in  regard  to  this  matter  of  peddling 
rates,  and,  after  thorough  discussion,  was  satisfied  no  more  favorable  arrangement 
could  be  effected. 


Jane  20 — The  following  was  written  Sani'l  Hardin,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  in  reply  to  letter  complaining  of  over-charge  on  oats,  and  of  dis- 
crimination in  rates : 

*****  The  rebilling  arrangement  being  in  force  as  you  state,  at  time 
of  shipment,  it  would  seem  as  though  you  were  entitled  to  a  refund  of  ten  cents 
per  100  pounds  on  shipment  of  oats  from  St.  Joseph  to  St.  Louis,  without  regard 
to  amount  paid  by  the  Gregg  Grain  Co. 

As  regards  the  charge  of  discrimination,  the  Commissioners  can  take  no  action 
until  after  a  formal  hearing  of  the  matter,  both  parties  to  complaint  having  an 
opportunity  to  be  heard. 

The  penalties  for  violation  of  the  law  regarding  discriminations  are  recover- 
able by  civil  action  in  any  county  where  complainant  resides,  or  through  or  into 
which  the  offending  railroad  may  run.  The  Commissioners  could  not  take  action 
in  regard  to  the  refund  on  shipment  of  oats  referred  to,  without  notice  to  the  rail- 
road company.  The  Commissioners  do  not  fix  the  amounts  of  penalties  for  viola- 
tion of  the  law  regarding  discrimination,  nor  the  amount  of  attorneys'  fees.  These 
matters  are  adjusted  by  the  courts.  Please  state  if  you  desire  the  matter  of  your 
complaint  to  be  taken  up  by  the  Commissioners,  and  a  formal  hearing  had  therein- 

It  is  to  be  regretted  that  you  did  not  bring  the  matter  of  your  complaint  be- 
fore the  Commissioners  at  time  of  occurrence,  as  no  doubt  a  prompt  and  satisfac- 
tory settlement  could  have  been  effected.  The  penalties  prescribed  by  law  for 
discriminations  by  railroad  companies  must  be  paid  into  the  school  fund  of  county 
where  offense  was  committed. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Jane  22,  1893 — The  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  June  21,  1893. 

James  Harding,  Esq.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo  : 

Dear  Sir— I  have  your  esteemed  favor  of  the  20th  inst.  before  me,  relative  to 
claim  against  C.  B.  &  Q.  for  over-charge  on  oats. 

In  reply,  will  make  no  complaint  against  them  for  [discrimination,  as  the 
amount  involved  would  not  justify  the  expense  of  a  formal  hearing,  but  desire 
you  should  take  the  claim  up  with  the  C.  B.  &  Q.  as  the  bill  now  stands,  viz., 
$39.45+6%  interest  to  date  of  settlement.  If  the  C.  B.  &  Q  Co.,  take  money  and 
keep  it  three  years  without  the  shadow  of  an  excuse,  there  is  certainly  no  good 
business  reason  why  they  should  not  pay  me  legal  interest  on  same. 

Barring  the  expense  of  a  formal  hearing  and  the  loss  of  time  in  consequence, 
I  should  certainly  make  them  suffer  the  full  penalty  which  the  law  prescribes. 

Yours  truly, 

Sam'l  Hardin. 

June  22 — Papers  relating  to  case  were  sent  to  J.  M.  Bechtel, 

Division  Freight  Agent  C,  B.  &  Q.  B.  R.,  with  letter  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  In  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners,  the  rebilling  arrangement  at 
St.  Joseph,  as  referred,  being  in  force,  Mr.  Hardin  is  entitled  to  a  refund  of  10 
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cents  per  100  pounds  on  his  shipment  of  oats,  regardless  of  amount  collected  by 
your  company  from  the  Gregg  Grain  Co.  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Com- 
missioners recommend  a  settlement  of  the  claim  of  Mr.  Hardin  by  refunding  to 
him  the  amount  of  $39.45,  together  with  6  per  cent  interest  to  date  of  settlement. 
This  will  be  better  than  a  formal  hearing  on  complaint  filed,  when  the  matter  of 
the  71  cent  rate  to  the  Gregg  Grain  Co.  might  come  up. 

July  5,  1893 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Hardin  : 

*  *  *  In  letter  from  J.  M.  Bechtel,  G.  F.  A. ,  etc. ,  received  3rd  inst. ,  he 
states  that  matter  has  been  referred  to  Chicago  general  offices  for  action.  No 
doubt  prompt  answer  will  be  made,  of  which  you  will  be  duly  informed. 

Xothing  further  was  heard  regarding  this  matter. 


June  21 — The  following  letter  was  written  to  Geo.  W.  Oale,  Freight 
Traffic  Manager,  St.  L.  &  S.  F.  R'y  : 

I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  attention  of  the  Commissioners  has  been 
called  to  the  disparity  in  the  rates  on  wheat  to  St.  Louis  from  points  on  your 
line  between  Pierce  City  and  Seneca,  as  compared  with  the  rates  on  same  com- 
modity to  St.  Louis  from  other  points  in  Jasper  county  on  your  Kansas  division. 
The  Commissioners  instruct  me  to  state  that  they  are  familiar  with  the  condi- 
tions governing  the  traffic  referred  to,  having  had  formal  hearings  regarding  it, 
and  they  see  no  good  reason  why  your  16-cent  rate  should  not  apply  alike  to  all 
territory  on  your  lines  in  Missouri  beyond  Peirce  City,  and  they  recommend  that 
your  tariffs  be  so  adjusted  without  delay  as  to  effect  that  resu.lt.  They  request 
that  you  give  this  matter  your  immediate  attention. 

To  which  the  following  reply  was  received  July  7  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  July  6,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Board  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo  : 

Dear  Sir— I  have  just  been  shown  your  letter  of  the  21st  ult.  to  the  General 
Traffic  Manager  upon  the  subject  of  reduction  of  rates  on  our  line  between  Peirce 
City  and  Seneca. 

The  rates  now  in  force  on  that  line  are  certainly  reasonable,  and  the  reason 
assigned  in  your  letter  why  they  should  be  reduced  is  not,  in  my  opinion,  a  good 
one. 

Our  business  on  the  Vinita  line,  west  of  Peirce  City,  has  been  on  the  whole 
[not?]  very  profitable,  the  earnings  being  insufficient  to  pay  operating  expenses  and 
interest  on  the  actual  cost  of  the  road.  Was  the  business  upon  this  branch  equal 
in  volume  to  the  business  done  from  and  to  points  in  Jasper  county,  then  the  rate 
in  force  between  the  points  last  named  might  be  a  fair  basis  for  rates  on  the  Vinita 
line ;  but  when  it  is  considered  that  while  the  Vinita  line  was  as  expensive  to  build 
as  the  line  through  Jasper  county,  and  therefore  requires  equal  annual  earnings  to 
meet  fixed  charges,  yet  the  business  done  upon  the  line  in  Jasper  county  is  im- 
mensely greater  in  tonnage  and  revenue  than  the  business  done  on  the  Vinita 
branch,  the  reason  is  apparent  why  the  same  rates  should  not  be  made  for  each  line. 

If  our  rates  between  Seneca  and  St.  Louis  are  reduced,  then  we  must  suffer 
considerable  loss  in  consequence  of  reductions  which  must  be  made  to  points 

,  —  


84 


If  this  letter  is  not  satisfactory,  will  you  kindly  advise  nie  of  the  date  when 
Mr.  Cale  and  myself  can  meet  the  Commissioners  informally,  either  here  or  Jeffer- 
son City.  Very  respectfully, 

E.  D.  Kbnna,  General  Attorney. 

July  28 — The  following  order  was  made  by  the  Board,  and  mailed 
to  Mr.  Geo.  W.  Cale : 

Your  attention  is  called  to  the  following  order  of  the  Commissioners  made  this 

day  : 

It  is  ordered  by  the  Commissioners  that,  taking  effect  on  and  after  Monday, 
August  7,  1893,  the  rates  for  the  transportation  of  wheat  over  the  St.  Louis  &  San 
Francisco  railway  from  Peirce  City,  to  and  including  Neosho  to  St.  Louis,  shall  be 
the  same  as  are  now  in  force  on  the  said  railway  for  like  transportation  from  Jasper 
county  points. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

James  Harding,  Secretary. 


The  following  was  received  Jane  21 : 

Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.,  June  20,  1893. 
To  the  Honorable  Board  of  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Com  ,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Gentlemen — I  beg  to  call  your  attention  to  the  attached  copies  of  telegrams 
passing  between  myself  and  Mr.  Fletcher,  Gen'l  Frt.  Agt.  of  the  Kansas  City, 
Ft.  Scott  <fc  Memphis  railway  and  Current  River  railroad,  at  Kansas  City,  and  Mr. 
W.  C.  Stith,  Gen'l  Frt.  Agt.  of  the  Missouri  Pacific  railway,  at  St.  Louis.  You 
will  observe  that  they  have  repeatedly  demanded  the  exorbitant  rate  of  12J  cents 
per  hundred  pounds  on  soft  coal,  car-loads,  from  Hunter,  Mo.,  to  Willow  Springs, 
Mo.,  over  the  Current  River  railroad,  a  distance  of  76  miles.  This  rate  named,  of 
12£  cents  per  hundred  or  $2.50  per  ton,  is  prohibitive,  and  it  is  impossible  to  ship 
any  coal  into  that  territory  at  such  extortionate  rates.  This  same  Current  River 
railroad  also  demands  and  charges  a  rate  of  3  cents  per  hundred  pounds  or  60  cents 
per  ton  on  soft  coal  in  car-loads,  from  Hunter  to  Grandin,  a  distance  of  a  little  less 
than  six  miles.  Also  demands  and  charges  a  rate  of  1\  cents  per  hundred  or  $1.50 
per  ton  on  soft  coal,  car-loads,  from  Hunter  to  Winona,  a  distance  of  35  miles.  The 
average  charge  by  other  railroads  in  this  territory  for  hauling  coal— that  is,  the 
Iron  Mountain  and  the  Cotton  Beit— is  about  \\  cent  per  ton  per  mile,  whereas  the 
above  rates  named  by  the  Current  River  railroad  are  about  3|  cents  per  ton  per 
mile. 

I  do  not  wish  to  intend  this  as  a  formal  complaint  against  the  Kansas  City 
road  or  the  Current  River  railroad ,  but  1  merely  write  you  for  information  as  to 
whether  these  rates  named  by  them  come  within  the  ruling  of  your  honorable  body 
or  not,  and  whether  your  honorable  body  has  any  jurisdiction  in  the  matter,  and 
can  compel  these  people  to  make  reasonable  rates.  You  will  note  from  the  at- 
tached telegrams  that  this  car  of  coal  at  St.  Louis  for  Willow  Springs  will  now 
have  to  go  by  way  of  the  Frisco  and  Springfield,  Mo.,  a  route  which  is  more 
than  100  miles  longer  than  via  Williamsville  and  Hunter. 

Yours  truly, 

E.  F.  Blomeyer,  G.  F.  A. 
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Telegrams  referred  to  are  as  follows  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  June  9,  1893. 
E.  F.  B. :  Wire  quick  lowest  rate  on  soft  coal,  car-loads,  Williamsville  to 
Willow  Springs,  when  from  our  line. 

W.  C.  Stith. 
June  10,  1893. 

J.  J.  Fletcher,  Kansas  City  : 

Please  wire  quick  lowest  rate  on  soft  coal,  car-loads,  Hunter  to  Willow 
Springs. 

E.  F.  Blomeyer. 
Kansas  City,  Mo,  June  12,  1893. 

E.  F.  Blomeyer  : 

Yours  10th.    Coal,  car-loads,  Hunter  to  Willow  Springs,  Mo.,  12£  cents  cwt. 

J.J.  Fletcher. 

June  15,  1893. 

W.  C.  Stith,  St.  Louis  : 

Your  telegram  9th.  Soft  coal,  car-loads,  Williamsville  to  Willow  Springs, 
15$  cents  per  hundred  pounds. 

E.  F.  Blomeyer. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.  ,  June  15,  1893. 
E.  F.  B.:  Yours  today.    Can  you  not  do  considerably  better  on  the  soft  coal 
for  Willow  Springs  ?   This  is  nearly  double  what  you  demanded  Winona,  which  is 
only  a  short  distance  from  Willow  Springs. 

W.  C.  Stith. 
St  Louis,  Mo.,  June  19,  1893. 

E.  F.  Blomeyer,  Cape  Girardeau: 

See  my  wire  15th  and  say  if  you  cannot  do  better  on  the  soft  coal  for  Willow 
Springs,  Mo.  This  is  double  what  you  demanded  on  Winona.  Car  must  be  shipped 
today  and  Frisco  quotes  lower  than  we  do.  There  is  also  a  car  to  be  sent  to  Birch 
Tree.  Wire  me  today  sure,  lowest  figure  you  can  make  on  the  business.  Car  is 
ready. 

W.  C.  Stith. 
June  19,  1893. 

J.  J.  Fletcher,  Kansas  City  : 

See  your  telegram  12th  and  say  if  you  cannot  make  a  much  better  rate  than 
12*  cents  per  cwt.  This  is  double  what  you  demanded  to  Winona.  Please  answer 
today  and  give  me  a  better  rate  ;  also  wire  rate  on  soft  coal,  car-loads,  Hunter  to 
Birch  Tree. 

E.  F.  Blomeyer. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  June  19,  1893. 
E.  F.  B.:  Your  wire  today,    Twelve  and  one-half  cents  is  best  we  can  offer 
coal,  car-loads,  Hunter  to  Willow  Springs7 

J.  J.  Fletcher. 

Was  answered  June  22,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  have  full  jurisdic- 
tion in  regard  to  the  rates  you  complain  of.  Mr.  Washburn,  Frt.  Traffic  Manager, 
Memphis  lines,  has  been  notified  to  revise  his  coal  rates,  as  applying  on  Current 
River  railroad,  immediately,  and  file  the  same  with  the  Commissioners  for  their 
consideration,  when  such  adjustment  will  be  made  as  may  be  found  proper. 
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June  30— The  following  was  received  from  Mr.  Blomeyer: 

Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.,  June  29,  1893. 
State  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sirs — After  writing  you  on  the  20th  concerning  coal  rates  on  the  Current 
River  road,  I  received  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Fletcher,  G.  F.  A.  of  that  line,  offering 
to  make  a  rate  of  6ic,  Hunter  to  Willow  Springs,  if  advieed.  This  is  just  a  little 
more  than  one-half  of  the  first  rate  named,  but  it  is  still  higher  than  any  rate 
made  by  other  roads  in  this  territory  for  the  same  distance.  I  now  have  a  letter 
from  John  A.  Sargent,  A.  G.  F.  A.  of  that  line,  which  reads  aF  follows : 

Your  letter  of  the  22d  with  reference  to  our  quoting  on  coal  from  Hunter  to  Willow  Springs.  It 
is  true,  as  you  state,  that  we  quoted  you  a  rate  of  12>£c,  which  would  be  the  proper  rate  to  apply  in 
case  the  shipments  originated  outside  of  the  State  of  Missouri  I  find  that  under  date  of  June  20, 
we  quoted  you  a  rate  of  6>aC  to  Willow  Springs,  which  would  be  the  rale  to  apply  if  shipments  ori- 
ginated within  the  State  of  Missouri.  Our  first  quotation  was  made  you  based  upon  the  supposi- 
tion that  the  coal  you  had  to  offer  would  certainly  originate  outside  of  this  State,  and  if  it  had 
originated  in  Illinois  or  any  other  state  than  Missouri,  the  Missouri  statute  rate  would  not  necessa- 
rily apply. 

I  do  not  understand  why  such  an  UDjust  discrimination  should  be  made  in 
favor  of  the  coal  originating  within  the  State  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Sargent,  and  in 
fact  everybody,  is  fully  aware  that  no  coal  is  being  mined  in  the  eastern  or  south- 
ern sections  of  the  State.  Mr.  Sargent  is  further  aware  that  any  coal  we  offer 
them  must  originate  in  Illinois  or  points  outside  of  the  State.  Is  it  possible  that 
such  a  difference  can  be  made,  and  that  you  have  no  control  whatever  over  rates  on 
coal  when  the  shipments  originate  at  points  in  other  states?  Kindly  advise  me 
and  greatlv  oblige,  Yours  truly, 

E.  F.  Blomeyer,  G.  F.  A. 

This  matter  was  referred  June  22d  to  Edw.  S.  Washburn,  Freight 
Traffic  Manager  K.  0.,  Ft.  S.  &  M.  E.  R.,  in  letter  as  follows  : 

The  Commissioners  are  informed  of  exorbitant  and  illegal  rates  demanded  for 
the  transportation  of  coal,  car-loads,  from  Hunter  to  Wiilow  Springs,  over  the  Cur- 
rent River  R.  R.  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  desire  that  you 
make,  without  delay,  a  revision  of  your  coal  rates  over  the  Current  River  R.  R., 
and  file  such  revised  rates  with  them  for  their  consideration. 

June  30 — The  following  reply  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  June  29,  1893. 
Gen.  -James  Harding,  Sec.  Board  of  R.  R.  and  W.  Com.  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — On  my  return  to  the  city,  after  a  protracted  ab3ence,  I  find  your  let- 
ter of  June  22d,  and  in  reply,  will  state  that  we  have  never  published  any  coal  rates 
between  stations  on  this  road,  because  there  has  been  no  coal  to  ship  from  one  sta- 
tion on  this  road  to  another— the  only  coal  business  having  been  in  connection  with 
the  Kansas  City,  Fort  Scott  &  Memphis  road,  on  business  from  the  west,  which  has 
been  handled  on  through  tariffs. 

Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  send  me  a  copy  of  your  latest  issue  of  maximum 
rates  fixed  by  the  Commission  that  will  apply  on  this  road,  bearing  in  mind  that 
this  is  a  class  C  road. 

I  cannot  understand  who  can  have  made  the  complaint  referred  toby  you, 
because,  as  stated,  we  are  not  aware  of  any  application  having  been  made  for  rates 
for  the  transportation  of  coal  between  stations  on  this  road  ;  but  as  soon  as  we 
receive  from  you  the  rate-issue  aaked  for,  we  will  of  course  publish  a  tariff. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Edw.  8.  Washburn,  F.  T.  M. 
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Letter  was  written  July  5,  as  follows,  to  Mr.  Washburn,  in  reply 
to  his  of  June  29  : 

*  *  *  *  *  No  rates  for  transportation  of  coal  as  affecting  Current  River 
railroad  have  been  made  by  the  Commissioners  since  1890. 

The  complaints  regarding  your  coal  rates  on  Current  River  road  were  made 
by  Mr.  E.  F.  Blomeyer,  G.  F.  A.  Since  receipt  of  his  complaints,  he  states  that 
rate  has  been  made  of  six  and  one-half  cents  per  100  pounds,  Hunter  to  Willow 
Springs,  instead  of  twelve  and  one-half  cents  as  complained  of.  But  complaint  is 
made  of  discrimination  by  you  against  coal  coming  from  Illinois.  Please  state 
why  such  discrimination  should  be  made. 

Matter  was  subsequently  satisfactorily  arranged.  The  question  of 
interstate  traffic  as  to  coal  coming  from  Illinois  was  raised,  but  after- 
ward rate  was  made  on  Current  Eiver  E.  R.  alike  for  all  coal  coming 
from  the  St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Ft.  Smith  R'y. 


July  31 — The  following  was  received  : 

Carsville,  Mo.,  July  29,  1893. 
Hon,  R  R.  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.:  * 

Dear  Sirs— Permit  me  to  call  your  attention  to  the  inclosed  bill  lading  and 
freight  bill.  You  will  note  said  goods  (5  boxes  marble)  shipped  from  Canton,  Ga., 
and  released  at  20c  per  cubic  foot  (200  lbs.) ;  routed  via  St.  Louis  over  the  Frisco 
to  Exeter,  Mo.;  weight,  2080  lbs.;  rate,  924c  per  100  lbs. ;  charges,  $19.14. 

Now  they,  as  per  freight  bill,  make  weight  2875 lbs.,  rate  $1.29+,  charges  $34.37. 
Is  this  legal  ? 

Again,  they  took  this  freight  by  Exeter,  Mo.,  to  Van  Buren,  Ark.,  and  charged 
me  510. H5  to  freight  it  back  to  Exeter,  Mo.  See  freight  bill.  The  General  Freight 
Agent  RusFell  will  not  answer  my  letter,  and  the  local  agent  will  not  do  anything. 
This  is  the  tifch  case  within  three  months. 

In  this  one  instance  they  have  taken  from  me  unjustly  $15.23,  as  evidenced  by 
their  own  bills  ;  and  the  delay  caused  by  their  negligence  or  evil  intent  has  caused 
me  much  trouble  and  damaged  me  by  my  not  filling  my  contract  at  the  time  agreed 
upon. 

If  I  understand  the  duties  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  it  is  to  protect  people 
from  such  robbery  as  the  above,  and  I  appeal  to  you  in  this  case  to  assist  me. 
Please  let  me  hear  from  you  on  the  matter  at  the  earliest  date  possible. 

Very  truly,  etc., 

Please  return  bills.  J.  W.  Graffokd. 

And  was  answered  August  4,  as  follows : 

*  *  *  *  That  matter  of  your  complaint  has  been  referred  to  G.  W.  Cale, 
Freight  Traffic  Manager  of  the  Frisco,  for  explanation.  As  soon  as  heard  from, 
you  will  be  informed  as  to  action  of  Board. 

Aug.  17 — Following  was  received  from  Mr.  Cale  : 

St.  Louis,  Aug.  18,  1893. 
Hon.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec.  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners : 

Referring  to  the  complaint  of  Mr.  J.  W.  Graflbrd,  of  Cassville,  Mo.,  as  per 
his  letter,  dated  Cassville,  July  29,  next  attached,  and  other  papers  that  accom- 
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panied  same,  will  state  that  the  bill  of  lading  issued  by  the  Marietta  &  North 
Georgia  Railroad  Company,  dated  Canton,  Ga.,  June  20,  covering  shipment  of 
five  boxes  of  marble,  consigned  to  J.  W .  Grafford,  Exeter,  Mo.,  while  the  routing 
on  same  states  via  Marietta,  St.  Louis  &  Frisco  line,  the  shipment  was  not  carried 
via  the  Frisco  line  via  Exeter,  Mo.,  as  claimed  by  Mr.  Grafford. 

The  expense  bill  covering  the  shipment  hereto  attached,  which  was  received 
with  Mr.  Grafford's  communication,  shows  that  the  shipment  of  marble  referred 
to  was  received  by  the  St.  Louis  &  San  Francisco  railway  at  Van  Buren  from  the 
Iron  Mountain  road,  and  was  charged  for  at  our  regular  tariff  rate,  Van  Buren 
to  Exeter. 

If  Mr.  Grafford  has  any  claim,  or  has  "been  robbed''  by  any  one,  it  was 
not  done  by  the  Frisco  line,  and  we  have  not  unjustly  taken  from  him  $15.23,  or 
any  other  amount.  Neither  did  any  delay  overtake  this  shipment  while  in  pos- 
session of  this  company,  as  expense  bill  shows  that  shipment  was  delivered  to 
our  line  at  Van  Buren  on  July  3,  and  Mr.  Grafford  paid  freight  bill  on  same  July 
6,  which  is  evidence  that  he  bad  the  property  in  his  possession  on  or  before  the  last 
date  named. 

Mr.  Grafford  makes  reference  to  the  fact  that  General  Freight  Agent  Russell 
will  not  answer  his  letters.  For  your  information  (while  it  is  a  matter  that  does 
not  come  within  your  jurisdiction  at  all),  I  enclose  herewith  copy  of  letter  ad- 
dressed by  G.  F.  A.  Russell  to  Mr.  Grafford  on  June  20th,  which  is  in  reply  to  one 
written  him  on  June  10th.  The  delay  in  answering  from  June  10th  to  June  20th 
was  occasioned  by  our  getting  at  the  facts  in  the  case  as  outlined  by  Mr.  Russell  in 
his  communication  referred  to  herein.  I  believe  this  answers  in  detail  all  that 
Mr.  Grafford  has  to  complain  of.  Yours  truly, 

G.  W.  Cale. 
St.  Louis,  June  20,  1S93. 

Mr.  J.  W.  Grafford,  Cassville,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Referring  to  your  favor  of  the  10th  inst..  complaining  of  the  irregu- 
larity in  the  rates  used  on  shipments  of  marble  from  Canton,  Ga.,  to  East  St.  Louis, 
destined  to  points  specified  in  your  letter  on  our  line. 

Of  course,  you  understand,  to  begin  with,  that  any  errors  made  in  the  charges 
on  the  shipments  before  they  reach  our  line  is  something  for  which  we  are  not 
responsible.  I  find,  upon  investigation,  that  charges  on  several  of  your  shipments 
have  been  assessed  at  different  rates,  although  the  transfer  to  us  from  connecting 
line  does  not  give  the  information  that  the  shipments  all  originated  at  the  same 
point. 

A  shipment  for  Seligman,  Mo.,  on  May  29,  was  delivered  to  us  by  the  M.  &  O. 
R'y,and  the  freight  charges  ]to  East  [St.  Louis  seem  to  have  been  ba?ed  on  a  rate 
of  31  cents  per  cwt.  This  shipment  appears  to  have  been  released  to  a  valuation  of 
20  cents  a  cubic  foot. 

A  shipment  for  Verona,  Mo.,  on  May  29,  delivered  to  us  by  the  Iron  Mountain 
R'y,  and  back  charges,  seems  to  have  been  based  on  a  rate  of  65  cents  per  cwt., 
sime  having  been  released  to  a  valuation  of  40  cents  a  cubic  foot. 

A  shipment  to  Butterfleld,  Mo  ,  on  May  29,  was  delivered;to  us  by  the  St.  Louis 
Transfer  Co.,  and  back  charges  seem  to  have  been  based  on  a  rate  of  66  cents  per 
cwt.  to  east  St.  Louis.  This  shipment  was  released  to  a  valuation  of  40  cents  per 
cubic  foot. 

Another  shipment,  for  Aurora,  Mo.,  on  May  24,  was  delivered  to  us  by  the  St. 
Louis  Transfer  Co.  No  point  of  origin  shown,  and  back  charges  to  East  St.  Louis* 
are  based  on  a  rate  of  44  cents  per  cwt.  This  shipment  was  released  to  a  valuation, 
of  40  cents  per  cubic  foot. 
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I  am  unable  to  state  why  there  should  be  such  a  great  discrepancy  in  the  rates 
to  East  St.  Louis.  It  is  true  that  they  all  originated  at  the  same  point.  I  think  it 
would  be  well  for  you  to  instruct  parties  who  are  shipping  you  at  Canton,  Ga.,  to 
ascertain  the  lowest  rate  to  East  St.  Louis,  by  a  common  route,  and  instruct  that 
in  future  all  your  business  be  sent  via  that  one  line.  It  would  save  them  this  an- 
noyance of  ai  over-charge  which  you  are  being  troubled  with. 

Anything,  however,  that  1  can  do  to  assist  yoa  in  this  matter  I  will  take  pleas- 
ure in  doing.  You  understand,  of  course,  that  it  is  a  matter  in  which  we  have  no 
voice.  Yours  truly, 

(  Signed)  F.  D.  Russell,  G.  F.  A. 

August  18 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Grafford  : 

*  *  *  *  Matter  was  referred  to  G.  W.  Cale,  Freight  Traffic  Manager,  for 
explanation. 

Be  states  in  letter,  dated  ]6th  inet.:  ' 1  The  expense  bill  covering  the  ship- 
ment hereto  aitached,  which  was  received  with  Mr.  Grafford's  communication, 
shows  that  the  shipment  of  marble  referred  to  was  received  by  the  St  Louis  &  San 
Francisco  railway  at  Van  Buren,  from  the  Iron  Mountain  road,  and  was  charged 
for  at  our  regular  tariff  rate,  Van  Buren  to  Exeter."  Also,  "Neither  did  any  delay 
overtake  this  shipment  while  in  possession  of  this  company,  as  expense  bill  shows 
that  shipment  was  delivered  to  our  line  at  Van  Buren  on  July  3,  and  Mr  Grafford 
paid  freight  bill  on  same  July  6,  which  is  evidence  that  he  had  the  property  in  his 
possession  on  or  before  the  last  named  date."  Also,  "While  the  routing  on  same 
states  via  Marietta,  St.  Louis  &  Frisco  line,  this  shipment  was  not  carried  via  the 
Frisco  line  via  Exeter,  as  claimed  by  Mr.  Grafford." 

It  would  seem  as  though  your  recourse  in  this  matter  would  be  in  a  claim 
against  the  Marietta  &  N.  Georgia  R'y  Co  ,  which  guaranteed  that  the  total  charge 
from  Canton,  Ga.,  to  Exeter,  Mo.,  should  not  exceed  92^  cents  per  100  pounds  on 
2080  lbs.  (5  boxes  marble),  amounting  to  $19.31. 

This  is  a  case  of  interstate  traffic  over  which  this  Commission  has  no  jurisdic- 
tion, but  the  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  Frisco  people,  so  that  if  found  practi- 
cable an  adjustment  might  be  effected.  The  change  of  routing  and  difference  in 
weights,  as  shown  in  original  bill  of  lading  and  expense  bills,  are  matters  of  which 
this  Board  has  no  knowledge,  and,  as  before  stated,  their  opinion  is  that  the  Mari- 
etta &  North  Georgia  Railway  Co.  should  comply  with  their  contract  as  set  forth 
in  original  bill  of  lading. 


August  15 — The  following  was  received  : 

Mexico,  Mo  ,  August  i4,  1893. 

James  Harding,  Secretary,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— I  have  a  case  at  Huntsville  against  the  Chicago  &  Alton  R.  R.  Co., 
involving  a  question  of  freight  rates.    I  represent  the  defendant. 

The  question  is  how  to  find  the  rate  on  a  jack  transported  from  Armstrong  to 
Higbee,  Mo.  I  think  we  want  to  take  your  deposition,  or  that  of  some  one  of  the 
Railroad  Commissioners,  to  prove  the  rule  by  which  freight  rates  are  obtained.  I 
have  a  western  classification  of  freight  rates.  Now,  do  1  understand  that  the 
original  copy  of  these  rates  is  on  file  in  your  office  ?  If  so,  then  I  should  prove  the 
rates  by  a  certified  copy  of  the  record  kept  in  your  office  ;  but  I  am  not  certain  that 
you  keep  such  a  record. 

Please  answer  me  at  an  early  date  and  oblige, 

Yours  truly, 

Geo.  Robertson. 
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And  was  answered  August  17,  as  follows  : 

*****  The  rate  for  tbe  transportation  of  a  jack,  via.  the  C.  &  A.  R. 
R  ,  from  Armstrong  to  Higbee,  Mo.,  is  found  by  reference  to  the  local  freight  tariff 
in  force  on  the  line  operated  by  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad,  and  by  reference 
also  to  the  western  classification,  which  governs  the  shipment.  By  western  classi- 
fication one  jack  is  rated  as  first-class  freight,  at  an  arbitrary  weight  of  3000 
pounds.  The  rate  for  first-class  freight  from  Armstrong  to  Higbee  is  21  cents  per 
100  pounds,  making  the  charge  for  the  transportation  of  one  jack  $6.30. 

Western  classifications  and  C.  &  A.  tariffs  applicable  to  their  lines  in  Missouri 
are  on  file  in  this  office. 


Sept.  29— The  following  was  received  : 

Alton,  Mo.,  Sept  25,  1893. 

Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Enclosed  find  expense  bill  for  shipping  three  head  of  horses  from  Paola,  Kas., 
to  Thayer,  Mo.  I  paid  $40  freight  on  tbem,  wben  a  car-load  only  cost  the  same 
from  said  point.  Now,  I  think  these  charges  are  extortionate  ;  besides,  my  horses 
were  considerably  damaged  by  the  carelessness  of  said  company  in  shipping  them 
loose  in  the  car.  I  think  this  bill  should  be  cut  in  two  in  the  middle,  and  then 
would  be  heavy  charges,  saying  nothing  about  damages,  etc. 

Now,  is  there  any  way  for  your  honorable  body  to  assist  me  in  getting  my 
rights  in  this  matter?  So  hoping  there  is  some  way  by  which  I  can  get  some  of  my 
money  back  from  over-charges  of  said  company,  I  am  as  ever  yours, 

Thos.  B.  Norman. 

P.  S.— This  stock  was  shipped  by  th^  Kansas  City,  Ft.  Scott  &  Memphis  rail- 
road. T.  B.  N. 
Answered  Oct.  3,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  By  classification  in  force  in  this  State  (also  in  states  adjoining), 
horses  in  less  than  car-loads  are  taken  at  an  arbitrary  weight  per  head :  Single 
animal,  2000  pounds;  two  animals,  3500  pounds,  and  three  animals,  5000  pounds. 
The  rate  is  in  all  classifications  first-class.  There  is  nothing  in  this  office  to  show 
the  rate  from  Paola  to  Thayer,  the  traffic  being  interstate  and  beyond  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  this  Board.  For  any  damages  sustained  by  reason  of  negligence  of  com- 
pany you  have  recourse  by  suit. 


Nov.  18 — The  following  was  received: 

Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.,  Nov.  17,  1S93. 
Hon.  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City.  Mo. : 

Dear  Sirs— Some  time  ago  we  made  contract  for  building  an  addition  to  the 
court-house  at  Greenville,  Missouri,  and  had  most  of  the  material  for  this  work 
shipped  from  Cape  Girardeau  to  Greenville,  via  Williamsville,  and  the  Williams- 
ville,  Greenville  &  Northeastern  railway.  Among  this  lot  of  material  there  were 
seven  cars  of  brick.  For  some  time  before  we  shipped  this  brick,  we  asked  the  W., 
G.  &  N.  E.  R'y  for  a  rate  on  the  same,  from  Williamsville  to  Greenville,  but  were 
unable  to  get  any  reply  other  than  that  they  said  the  rate  would  be  made  satisfac- 
torily. We  were,  however,  informed  by  parties  not  connected  with  that  road  that 
the  published  rate  of  the  W.,  G.  &  N.  E.  R'y  on  brick  in  car-load  from  Williams- 
ville to  Greenville  was  $S  per  car.    After  some  of  the  cars  had  arrived  at  Green- 
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ville,  I  saw  that  the  expense  bills  were  made  out  at  a  rate  of  $8  per  car,  and  when 
the  seven  cars  had  all  arrived,  we  went  to  the  depot  at  Greenville  to  pay  the 
freight  on  the  seven  cars.  The  freight  on  these  seven  ears  was  prepaid  at  Cape 
Girardeau  to  Williamsville,  and  at  Greenville  we  expected  to  pay  the  freight  from 
Williamsville  to  Greenville.  When,  however,  we  went  to  the  depot  to  pay  the 
freight  on  these  seven  cars,  the  agent  of  the  W. ,  G.  &  N.  E.  R'y  informed  us  that 
the  freight  over  the  St.  L  ,  C.  G.  &  F.  S.  R'y,  from  Cape  Girardeau  to  Williams- 
ville, on  the  last  two  cars  was  not  paid,  and  demanded  thai  aleo,  notwithstanding 
we  produced  receipts  from  the  agent  at  Cape  Girardeau,  showing  that  the  freight 
had  been  paid  on  these  two  cars.  We  refused  to  pay  these  back  charges,  and  let 
the  matter  rest  until  next  day. 

The  next  day  we  went  to  the  depot  and  tendered  the  freight  on  these  seven 
cars  at  the  rate  of  $8  per  car,  and  were  informed  by  the  agent  that  he  had  received 
instructions  to  make  the  freight  on  these  seven  cars  at  the  rate  of  4  cents  per  100 
pounds,  instead  of  $8  per  car  as  they  had  been  previously  billed  and  charged  for. 
We  refused  to  pay  this  advance  in  the  charge,  and  the  matter  rested  a  day.  Then 
the  agent  came  to  us  and  told  us  they  had  telegraphed  your  honorable  body 
and  received  permission  to  charge  on  this  brick  at  the  rate  of  4  cents  per  100 
pounds.  We  still,  however,  refused  to  pay  the  additional  freight,  and  tendered  the 
money  at  the  rate  of  $8  per  car,  which  they  accepted  conditionally  and  gave 
us  receipt  for  tbe  amount,  and  now  they  desire  to  collect  the  additional  freight 
from  us. 

We  desire  that  you  write  to  us  as  soon  as  possible,  stating  whether  the  Wil- 
liamsville, Greenville  <fe  Northeastern  railway  is  permitted  to  advance  their  rates 
in  this  way,  and  whether  they  are  allowed  bylaw  to  charge  4  cents  per  100  on 
common  soft  brick,  not  machine  pressed,  a  distance  of  12  miles  from  Williamsville 
to  Greenville.  We  think  such  a  charge  would  be  very  uni'ust.  The  St.  L.,  C.  G. 
&  F.  S.  R'y  only  charge  4J  cent3  per  100  pounds  on  this  brick  from  Cape  Girardeau 
to  Williamsville,  a  distance  of  72  miles. 

Kindly  let  U3  hear  from  you  early  and  oblige. 

Respectfully, 

C.  Lin dem ann  &  Son. 

Answered  November  21,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  The  gtatute  rate  on  brick  in  car-loads  from  any  distance  up  to  25 
miles  is  $8  per  car-load  of  20,000  pounds.  Tbis  is  at  rate  of  4c  per  100  pounds, 
and  excess  in  weight  over  20,000  pounds  takes  same  rate  per  100  pounds  as  ap- 
plies to  the  car-load  of  20,000  pounds.  Car-loads  of  30,000  pounds  would  pay  $12 
for  45  miles,  and  40,000  pounds  would  pay  $16  for  same  distance.  For  car-load 
weight,  to  which  statute  rate  applies,  please  see  opinion  of  Supreme  Court,  page 
10  of  the  report  mailed  you  herewith.  -In  absence  of  joint  tarifl  between  St.  L., 
C.  G.  &  Ft.  Smith  and  Williamsville,  Greenville  &  Northeastern  railroad,  the  latter 
road  is  entitled  to  charge  its  local  tariff  rates,  which  it  has  done  in  this  case. 


Nov.  23 — The  following  was  received: 

Lamine,  Mo.,  Nov.  22,  1893. 
To  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  for  the  State  of  Missouri : 

Gentlemen— I  wrote  you  last  summer  for  rate  on  saw-logs  over  the  Mo. 
Pac.  R.  R.,  enclosing  a  stamp  for  reply,  to  which  I  have  received  no  reply. 

Hoping  you  may  be  pleased  to  furnish  me  with  a  rate  as  requested,  I  am 
yours  truly,  H.  W.  Long. 
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Answered  same  day  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  Statute  rate  on  same  from  Lamine  to  St.  Louis  is  14}  cents  per  10O 
pounds  in  car-load  of  20,000  pounds.  The  Missouri  Pacific  rate  is  li  cents  per  100 
pounds  on  logs  in  car-loads. 


November  23,  1893— The  following  was  written  J.  H.  Gardner, 
Marshfield,  Mo.,  in  reply  to  his  complaint  received  October  27  : 

Your  complaint,  received  October  27,  ult.,  relating  to  charges  for  transpor- 
tation of  merry-go-round,  was  referred  to  General  Freight  office  St.  Louis  &  San 
Francisco  railway,  for  attention  and  reply.  In  letter  received  to-day  Mr.  Cale 
states  We  do  not  consider  the  freight  excessive  in  any  sense.  It 

is  true  the  freight  was  light  in  weight,  but  made  up  in  bulk  for  that,  and  I  am  ad- 
vised by  the  different  agents  who  handled  the  shipment  that  a  car  was  furnished 
for  same  each  time  it  was  moved."  In  asimilar  complaint  against  the  Missouri 
Paciiic  railway,  the  Commissioners  ruled  that  classification  and  charges  as  made 
by  said  company  were  proper.  The  classification  applied  in  your  case  was  fourth 
class,  being  the  same  as  on  Missouri  Pacific  railway. 


Nov.  26,  1893— Following  was  received: 

Creighton,  Mo.,  Nov.  25,  1893. 
State  Railway  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sirs— Enclosed  find  expense  bill,  also  receipt,  for  car  brick  shipped  by 
Brick  &  Tile  Co.,  Creighton,  Mo.,  to  R.  J.  Hurley  Lumber  Co.,  Garden  City,  Mo. 
Now  you  will  see  the  agent  received  and  receipted  for  this  car  at  30,000  lbs.,  and 
the  agent  at  Garden  City  raised  the  weight  to  50,000  lbs.,  a  raise  of  20,000  ;  and 
rate  charged  was  2f  cents  per  100  lbs.,  $8.25  ;  additional  weight  at  same  rate,  $5.50, 
making  an  over-charge  of  $5.50;  total,  $13.75  instead  of  $8.25.  We  called  upon 
the  Garden  City  agent  through  the  R.  J.  Hurley  Lumber  Co.,  and  we  enclose  their 
reply,  also  the  reply  of  the  ageLt  at  Garden  City,  who  refers  us  to  agent  here. 
We  called  his  attention  to  same,  and  he  blames  the  Garden  City  agent,  where  the 
blame  properly  rests  ;  and  we  decided  to  call  your  attention  to  same  and  ask  you 
how  we  shall  proceed  to  recover  this  over-charge.  What  is  the  smallest  weight  we 
can  ship  at  car-load  rates  of  common  building  bricks,  say  25  miles  or  under  ?  Also 
smallest  weight  of  common  drain  tile  25  miles  and  under  ?  We  are  engaging  in  the 
manufacture  of  brick  and  tile,  and  $5.50  per  car  will  cover  the  net  profits  on  a  car 
brick,  or  nearly  so. 

Please  let  us  hear  from  you  by  return  mail,  what  is  the  lowest  legal  rate  oh 
brick  and  tile  ?  What  class  are  they  ?  Are  they  not  the  lowest  class,  same  as  coal  ? 
Now,  the  R.  J.  Hurley  Lumber  Co.,  for  whom  I  am  manager  here,  handles  coal 
with  the  lumber  business.  We  buy  at  Deep  water.  Mo.,  and  our  rate  on  coal  from 
there  is  2£  cents  per  100  lba.;  and  we  are  about  30  or  35  miles  from  there,  and  they 
charge  us  2£  cents  per  100  lb3.  on  brick  for  9  miies,  and  they  charge  us  in  addition 
for  20,000  lbs.  per  car  extra.  Yours  respectfully, 

Oscar  Jenkins,  Sec'y  Brick  &  Tile  Co. 

Please  return  all  papers  with  your  reply,  unless  you  have  need  for  them  later. 

Answered  Nov.  27,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  It  would  seem  as  though  the  weight  of  car-load  of  brick  could  be 
readily  determined,  knowing  the  number  of  bricks  in  the  load.    The  contract 
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states  "said  to  weigh  30,000."  Contract  states  aiso,  "only  approximate  weights 
are  signed  for ;  the  correct  weights  and  classifications  are  to  be  ascertained  and 
collected  for  at  destination."  Car-load  rates  are  allowed  on  a  minimum  of  20,000 
pounds. 

Bricks  are  in  the  same  class  with  coal,  stone,  cord-wood,  etc.,  and  the  statute 
rate  of  $8  per  car-load  of  20,000  lbs.  —4  cents  per  100  lbs.  The  railroad  company 
has  charged  at  the  rate  of  2f  cents  per  100  lbs.,  the  Commissioners'  rate  of  1886 
being  3£  cents  per  100  lbs.  There  is  no  over-charge  in  rate  per  100 lbs.  Any  excess 
over  20,000  lbs.  will  take  same  rate  per  100  lbs.  as  applies  to  car-load  of  20,000  lbs., 
but  charge  must  be  for  actual  weight.  Drain  tile  and  common  brick  take  same 
rate  in  car-loads. 


Dec.  9 — The  following  was  received: 

Elston,  Mo. ,  December  8,  1893. 
To  the  Board  of  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— The  Mo.  Pac.  R'y  Co.  is  charging  freight  on  wood  from  here  to 
Jefferson  City,  Mo. ,  according  to  the  capacity  labeled  on  the  car.  Now  this  is  an 
unfair  business.  We  had  a  car  of  wood  loaded  1st  of  this  week,  in  a  car  that  was 
labeled  40,000  capacity,  which  held  13  cords,  and  loaded  one  today  labeled  60,000 
capacity,  and  only  had  13§  cords ;  then  in  one  labeled  40,000,  measured  1664  cubic 
feet  inside  ;  the  one  labeled  60,000  capacity  measured  1760  cubic  feet  inside,  a  differ- 
ence of  only  96  cubic  feet,  and  20,000  lbs  in  weight.  This  shows  that  this  is  an  nn- 
just  rule,  and  unless  you  do  something  about  this  matter  at  once,  we  will  take 
another  method.  Now  is  the  time  to  do  it,  while  there  is  a  demand  for  wood.  Of 
course  the  buyers  have  to  pay  the  freight ;  but  they  rule  the  farmers  down  in  price 
to  meet  the  high  freight— just  as  we  pay  a  tariff. 

Respectfully, 

Geo.  H.  Leach  &  Co. 

Answered  December  11,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  It  would  seem,  in  the  matter  you  present,  as  though  weight  of 
wood  in  car  could  be  readily  ascertained,  the  number  of  cords  in  car-load  being 
known.  There  can  be  no  such  difference  as  20,000  lbs.  (  say  five  cords  of  dry  wood) 
in  a  difference  of  96  cubic  feet.  The  matter  has  been  referred  to  the  general  office 
of  the  Missouri  Pacific  railway,  with  request  that  It  have  prompt  attention  and 
reply.  It  is  also  suggested  that  rate  be  made  per  cord  of  wood,  regardless  of 
marked  capacity  of  cars. 

Matter  was  referred  to  W.  O.  Stith,  G.  F.  A.,  in  letter  as  follows, 
Dec.  11: 

*  *  *  Your  attention  Is  called  to  the  enclosed  letter  of  George  H.  Leach 
&  Co  ,  of  Elston,  Mo.  The  complaint  seems  to  be  that  whilst  freight  is  paid  on 
40,000  pounds,  load  being  13  cords  in  one  instance,  same  has  to  be  paid  on  60,000, 
load  being  13|  cords  in  another  instance.  This  is  certainly  too  great  a  discrepancy. 
Is  it  not  practicable  to  get  at  weight  of  car-load  of  wood,  knowing  the  number  of 
cords  on  car  ?  Hard  wood,  dry,  half  dry  and  green  should  have  a  recognized  weight 
by  the  cord. 

Commissioners'  table  May,  1886,  rates  hard  wood  green  4500  pounds,  and  bard 
wood  dry  3500  pounds.  Cannot  a  rule  be  established  by  you  for  carriage  of  wood 
at  agreed  estimated  weight  by  the  cord  ?  Or,  perhaps  better,  as  on  the  other 
roads,  to  haul  by  the  cord  in  car-loads. 

Please  give  this  matter  your  immediate  attention  and  reply. 
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Dec.  17 — Following  letter  was  written  Geo.  H.  Leach  &  Go.: 
In  letter  from  W.  C.  Stith,  Gr.  F.  A.,  received  to-day,  be  states  : 

It  was  not  our  intention  to  assess  rates  higher  than  actual  weight  carried  on  shipment  of  cord- 
wood  moved  from  Elston,  Mo.,  on  basis  of  cement  in  effect  from  that  point, with  the  exception  that 
minimum  weight  of  30,000  lbs.  should  be  charged  for.  Where  it  is  impracticable  to  obtain  actual 
weights,  we  apply  estimated  weight  of  3500  lbs.  per  cord  on  green  wood  and  8000  lbs  per  cord  on 
dry  wood.  This  is  provided  for  in  our  circular  No.  225  attached  hereto.  On  any  shipment  which 
we  may  have  erroneously  passed  at  higher  rates  than  provided  for  therein,  we  shall  be  very  glad  to 
make  adjustment  on  presentation  of  expense  bills. 

It  is  presumed  there  will  be  no  difficulty  in  the  adjustment  of  you  matter 
when  properly  presented  to  Mr.  Stith. 


Jan.  5,  1894 — The  following  letter  was  received: 

Curry ville,  Mo.,  Jan.  4,  1894. 
Gentlemen— About  the  3d  of  December,  1893, 1  received  a  load  of  ear-corn  from 
Blackburn,  Mo.,  on  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad,  the  freight  being  11  cents  per 
100  just  before  this.  J.H.Caldwell  of  this  place  received  a  load  of  shelled  corn 
from  Kansas  City,  the  freight  being^  7|  cents  per  100,  and  since  then  a  car  at  7 
cents.  I  wrote  to  Mr.  H.  H.  Courtright,  Freight  Agent  of  the  C.  &  A,  at  Chicago, 
and  told  him  about  it.  His  reply  was,  the  freight  from  Blackburn  to  Curry  ville 
should  have  been  11$  cents.  I  write  to  you  to  know  if,  under  the  interstate  com- 
merce law,  they  can  legally  do  this  :  that  is,  charge  more  for  a  short  haul  than  for 
a  long  haul,  the  short  one  being  included  in  long  one,  as  was  the  case  in  this  instance. 
Also,  what  I  should  do  in  the  matter,  if  anything.  The  railroad  agent's  books  will 
show  just  what  I  have  stated.   Please  let  me  hear  from  you,  and  oblige. 

Yours  respectfully, 

Ed.  Biggs. 

Answered  same  day,  as  follows :  . 

*  *  *  *  The  statute  rate  on  corn  in  car-loads  for  the  distance  (being  over 
125  and  less  than  138  miles)  is  17  cents  per  100  pounds.  Commissioners'  rate  of  1886 
is  14  cents  per  100  pounds,  and  existing  rate  C.  &  A.  railroad  is  as  stated  by  Mr. 
Courtright.  The  interstate  commerce  law  and  the  law  of  Missouri  both  prohibit 
the  charging  more  for  a  short  haul  than  for  a  longer  one,  under  like  conditions  and 
circumstances.  Copy  of  railroad  law  is  mailed  you  herewith  (16th  Annual  Report 
of  Board).  The  matter  will  be  referred  to  the  General  Freight  Agent  of  the  C.  & 
A.  railroad  for  explanation  The  C.  &  A.  published  rate  on  corn  in  car-loads  from 
Kansas  City  to  Curryville  is  14  cents  per  100  pounds. 

Matter  was  referred  to  H.  H.  Courtright,  G.  F.  A.,  January  5,  in 

letter  as  follows : 

Complaint  is  made  by  Mr.  Ed.  Biggs,  of  Curryville,  Mo.  that  in  December 
last  he  was  charged  11  cents  per  100  pounds  on  car-load  of  corn  from  Black- 
burn to  Curryville,  whilst  before  that  time  car-loads  of  corn  were  delivered  at 
Curryville  from  Kansas  City  at  7  and  1\  cents  per  100  pounds.  Please  give  this 
matter  your  attention. 
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January  10 — Answer  was  received  from  Mr.  Courtright,  as  follows : 

Chicago,  Jan.  9,  1894. 
Jas.  HardiDg,  Sec'y  R.  K.  &  W.  H.  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir— Replying  to  yours  of  the  5th  inst.,  will  say  1  will  examine  into  the 
matter,  and  if  we  have  over-charged  Mr.  Biggs  on  his  car  of  corn  we  will  refund. 

Yours  truly, 

H.  H.  Courtright,  G.  F.  A. 

And  on  January  16,  the  following  was  written  Mr.  Biggs  : 

In  regard  to  rate  charged  on  car-load  of  corn  from  Blackburn  to  Curryville, 
same  being  greater  than  charged  from  Kansay  City  to  Curryville,  Mr.  H.  H.  Court- 
right,  General  Freight  Agent  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad,  states  as  follows  :  "The 
rate  of  seven  and  one-half  cents  from  Kansas  City  to  Curryville,  referred  to  by  Mr. 
Biggs,  was  this  company's  proportion  of  a  through  rate  on  corn  from  Beattie,  Kan- 
sas." "Also,  1  will  say  that  Dec.  6th,  the  rates  on  corn  from  points  west  of  Glas. 
gow  to  stations  between  Mexico  and  Louisiana  were  further  reduced  for  the  benefit 
of  cattle-feeders." 

Nothing  further  was  heard  concerning  this  matter. 


January  10,  1894,  the  following  was  received: 

Eureka  Springs,  Ark.,  Jan.  9,  1894. 

T.  J.  Hennessey,  Esq.: 

Dear  Sir— Can  you  iDform  me  whether  all  railroads  and  parts  of  roads  in  Mis- 
souri come  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State? 

The  reason  1  ask  the  above  question  is  that  the  Eureka  Springs  railroad  runs 
in  Missouri  six  or  seven  miles,  and  they  charge  10  cents  per  mile  for  passengers. 
The  laws  of  Arkansas  prevent  charge  over  o  cents  per  mile,  and  the  officials  here 
claim  that  the  excessive  charges  is  in  Missouri.  They  claim  the  road  is  18£  miles 
long,  and  we  pay  $1.85  from  here  to  Seligman,  Mo.  Can  you  inform  me  whether 
the  Eureka  Spiings  railroad  was  included  in  the  Santa  Fe  system  when  receivers 
were  appointed  for  that  system  ?  The  road  is  a  robbery  to  the  people  of  this  place, 
and  if  anything  can  be  done  to  relieve  them  we  are  anxious  to  find  out.  k'This  is 
confidential."  If  you  can  throw  any  light  on  the  subject  I  will  fully  appreciate  it. 
Hoping  to  hear  from  you  soon,  I  am  yours  respectfully, 

E.  R.  Brown. 

Answered  January  10,  as  follows : 

*  *  *  I  am  instructed  by  Commissioner  Hennessey  to  state  that  for  pas- 
sengers carried  between  points  in  Missouri  the  Eureka  Springs  Railway  Company 
can  legally  charge  but  4  cents  per  mile.  Some  years  ago  complaint  was  made  of 
exorbitant  rates  made  by  this  company,  and  upon  investigation  it  appeared  that 
they  had  but  one  station  in  Missouri,  viz.  Seligman,  and  that  they  carried  neither 
freight  nor  passengers  between  points  in  Missouri.  'Ihe  matter  was,  therefore, 
interstate,  and  the  Commissioners  had  no  jurisdiction.  Complaint  made  to  the 
interstate  Commerce  Commission  might  bring  about  a  reduction  of  rates.  The 
Eureka  Springs  railway  was  not  included  in  the  receivership  for  the  Santa  Fe 
system. 
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Jan.  18 —The  following  was  received  : 

Poplar  Bluff,  Mo.,  Jan.  10,  1894. 

T.  J.  Hennessey,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— As  an  officer  of  the  great  State  of  Missouri,  I  hereby  submit  a  very 
great  grievance  of  the  merchants  of  this  place  against  the  St.  L.,  E.  M.  <fc  S.  R'y, 
and  it  is  this  :  The  local  rates  on  4th-class  goods  from  St.  Louis  to  Poplar  Bluff  is 
40c  per  100  lbs.  and  car-load  rates  30c  per  100  lbs.  Now  we  think  that  the  railroad 
company  ought  to  make  us  a  rate  in  car-load  rates  equally  as  low  as  the  grain  rate, 
which  is  17Jc  per  100  lbs.  from  St.  Louis.  Please  let  me  hear  from  you  on  the 
subject.  Yours  respectfully, 

Geo.  C.  Orchard. 

Answered  Jan.  19,  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  I  am  Instructed  by  Commissioner  Hennessey  to  state  that  com- 
modities in  fourth  class  are,  as  a  rule,  much  more  valuable  per  pound  than  wheat, 
the  latter  being  now  worth  less  than  lc,  whilst  fourth-class  merchandise  varies 
from  4c  to  20c  per  pound.  Based  upon  value,  the  difference  in  rate  does  not  seem 
out  of  line.  The  car-load  fifth  class,  30c  per  100  pounds,  may  perhaps  be  in  itself 
somewhat  excessive,  but  the  Commission  does  not  think,  under  existing  conditions' 
that  rates  on  grain  and  fourth-class  commodities  should  be  made  equal. 


Feb.  8 — The  following  letter  was  received  : 

February  7,  1894. 

Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— Will  you  kindly  advise  us  whether  or  not  the  railroad  companies 

have  the  legal  authority  to  make  freight  rates  from  points  east  of  the  Missouri 

river  to  Chicago  or  St.  Louis,  in  excess  of  rates  from  Missouri  river  points  proper* 
As  an  illustration,  the  rate  from  St.  Joseph  to  St.  Louis  is  5  cents  per  cwt., 

while  from  Osborn,  Mo. ,  it  is  14  cents  per  cwt.    Is  this  lawful  and  proper  ? 

Again,  freight  from  St.  Joseph  to  Chicago  is  8  cents  per  cwt.,  while  from 

Amity,  Mo. ,  it  is  13  cents  per  cwt.  A  prompt  and  full  reply  will  very  much  oblige 

Yours  very  truly, 

Miller  Grain  Co. 

Answered  February  9,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  Section  4  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  act  provides  as  follows : 
4 'That  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  common  carrier,  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  act,  to  charge  or  receive  any  greater  compensation  in  the  aggregate  for  the 
transportation  of  passengers,  or  of  like  kind  of  property,  under  substantially  simi- 
lar circumstances  or  conditions,  for  a  shorter  than  for  a  longer  distance,  over  the 
same  line,  in  the  same  direction ,  the  shorter  being  included  in  the  longer  distance." 
The  same  section  provides  that  in  special  cases,  after  investigation  by  the  Com- 
missioners, a  carrier  can  be  authorized  to  charge  less  than  for  the  shorter  distances. 

Section  2637,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri  1889,  provides  as  follows  :  k,It  shall 
be  unlawful  for  any  such  common  carrier  to  charge  or  receive  any  greater  com  pen  - 
satlon  in  the  aggregate  for  transportation  of  like  kinds  of  property  under  simila  r 
circumstances  and  conditions,  for  a  shorter  than  for  a  longer  distance,  over  the 
same  line,  in  the  same  direction."  Section  2G36,  R.  S.  1889,  provides  against  dis- 
crimination against  any  person,  firm,  corporation  or  locality. 

Please  see  10th  Annual  Report  herewith,  which  contains  the  l.iws  of  Missouri 
applicable  to  railroads,  pages  165  to  2(59,  inclusive.    The  circumstances  and  condi- 
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tions  being  similar,  there  is  no  question  that  the  charging  of  14  cents  per  100  lbs. 
for  the  transportation  of  wheat  from  Osborn  to  St.  Louis,  whilst  at  same  time  the 
rate  for  like  transportation  from  St.  Joseph  to  St.  Louis  is  5  cents  per  100  lbs.,  is 
unlawful. 

February  15,  1894 — The  following  was  written  to  Howard  Elliott, 
G.  F.  A.  etc.  : 

Complaint  has  been  tiled  here  by  Mr.  W.  M.  LeUch,  of  Liberty,  Mo.,  of 
over-charges  on  six  cars  of  sheep,  January  24,  26  and  27  ult.  It  appears  that  a  lot 
of  sheep  were  shipped  out  from  Kansas  City  to  Liberty  by  Mr.  Leitch,  the  rate 
charged  being  as  required  by  law,  the  car-load  rate  being  charged  for  a  double- 
decked  car,  or  for  two  single-deck  cars,  and  the  agreement  made  was  that  the 
sheep  should  be  returned  in  the  same  way.  But  on  six  cars  single-deck  loads  re- 
turning, the  charge  from  Liberty  to  Kansas  City  was  made  as  though  cars  were 
double-decked.  For  the  law  in  this  case  see  sections  2598,  2599  and  2600,  R.  S.  Mo. 
1889. 

Please  give  this  matter  your  attention. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  February  19,  1894. 
James  Harding,  Secretary,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— I  have  your  letter  of  February  15,  stating  that  complaint  has  been 
filed  by  Mr.  W.  M.  Leitch,  of  Liberty,  Mo  ,  about  over-charges  on  six  cars  of 
sheep  shipped  from  Kansas  City  to  Liberty  January  24,  26  and  27. 
1  will  investigate  this  matter  and  write  you  further. 

Yours  truly, 

Howard  Elliott. 

April  5,  1894—  The  following  was  written  Mr.  Elliott: 

I  am  instructed  to  call  your  attention  to  the  matter  of  complaint  of  W.  M. 
Leitch,  of  Liberty,  Mo.,  on  account  of  over-charges  on  cars  of  sheep  from  Kansas 
City  to  Liberty,  Jan.  24,  26  and  27,  1894,  and  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  are 
informed  that  nothing  has  been  done  in  the  way  of  adjustment  of  the  complaint. 
The  rate  as  charged  being  clearly  illegal,  the  Commissioners  desire  that  proper 
adjustment  be  made  without  delay. 

April  7 — The  following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo  ,  April  6, 3894. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec.  Board  of*R.  R.  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — 1  have  your  letter  of  April  5th  about  the  complaint  of  W.  M.  Leitch, 
of  Liberty,  Mo. 

Your  information  must  be  incorrect, _as  this  gentleman  was  seen  by  a  proper 
representative  of  our  company,  either  on  Saturday,  March  31,  or  Monday,  April  2, 
and  Mr.  Leitch  understands  that  we  intend  to  straighten  the  matter  up  with  him. 

Yours  truly, 

Howard  Elliott. 

Nothing  farther  has  been  heard  concerning  this  complaint,  and  it 
is  presnmed  that  adjustment  has  been  made. 
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February  16 — The  following  was  received  : 

Mt.  Leonard,  Mo.,  Feb.  13,  1894. 
Hon.  Board  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— [  desire  to  present  for  your  conside  -atioti  a  matter  called  def- 
initely to  my  attention  today,  through  Mr.  Fulton,  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  R. 
R.  Co.  Last  Saturday,  the  10th  inst.,  being  in  Kansas  City,  I  called  at  the 
Twelfth  street  office  of  the  C.  &  A.  R.  R.  Co.  to  inquire  the  rates  on  wheat  and 
corn  to  St.  Louis  and  Chicago.  Mr.  Fulton  was  absent.  The  gentleman  repre- 
senting him  in  the  office,  in  answer  to  my  question?,  stated  that  the  tariff  on 
corn  to  St.  Louis  was  5  cents,  wheat  6  cents;  to  Chicago,  8  cents  on  corn,  9 
cents  on  wheat.  That  the  rate  from  Mt.  Leonard  was  the  same.  I  made  mem- 
orandum of  these  as  he  gave  them  to  me  from  a  book.  Upon  reaching  home  I 
made  sale  of  a  lot  of  corn— 5000  bushels— on  the  basis  of  net  price,  to  be  deter- 
mined on  shipment  of  corn  to  St.  Louis.  Before  beginning  to  shell  1  made  in- 
quiry of  the  agent  at  Mt.  Leonard  the  St.  Louis  rate  on  corn.  He  stated  it  was 
11^  cent3.  I  told  him  of  the  information  I  had  gotten  at  Kansas  City.  He  said 
he  had  received  no  instructions  to  that  effect.  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Geo.  Marsh,  gen- 
eral agent  of  railroad  company  at  Kansas  City,  with  reference  to  the  matter. 
Mr.  Fulton  replied  by  telegram  to  agent,  saying:  "State  to  Mr.  Leonard  that 
the  rates  given  him  at  Kansas  City  were  the  proportionate  rates  on  corn  passing 
through  from  the  west,  and  do  not  apply  to  intermediate  points."  Which 
plainly  means  that  all  corn  frooa  Kansas  City  can  be  shipped  to  St.  Louis  for  5 
cents  per  100  pounds,  but  nearer  points  on  same  line,  going  in  same  direction  and 
to  same  destination,  must  pay  greater  or  higher  charges.  Is  this  not  a  plain  eva- 
sion and  violation  of  the  law  ? 

An  early  answer  will  greatly  oblige.    Yours  respectfully, 

L.  Leonard. 

Answered  February  16,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  If  the  fact  is  that  the  rate  of  5  cents  per  100  pounds  on  corn  and  6 
cents  per  100  pounds  on  wheat  from  Kansas  City  to  St.  Louis  was  the  C.  &  A. 
proportion  of  a  through  rate  from  points  beyond  Kansas  City,  the  grain  being 
billed  through,  then  the  rates  from  the  intermediate  points  in  this  State  would 
not  be  affected,  nor  would  the  lower  rate  for  the  longer  distance  be  illegal.  But 
if  the  shipments  originate  in  Kansas  City,  and  the  rates  from  that  point  to  St. 
Louis  are  5  cents  and  6  cents  per  100  pounds  on  corn  and  wrheat,  then  the  charg- 
ing of  more  than  rate  from  any  intermediate  ^point  to  St.  Louis  would  be  an 
illegal  act. 

The  understanding  of  the  Commissioners  is  that  the  rates  of  5  cents  and  6 
cents  per  100  pounds  on  corn  and  wheat  from  Kansas  City  to  St.  Louis  are  "flat" 
rates,  and  made  on  shipments  originating  there.  Their  information,  being  de- 
rived from  the  newspapers,  is  not  official,  and  no  tariil3  showing  any  reductions 
in  rates  as  stated  have  been  filed  in  this  office. 

Should  you  desire,  the  Commissioners  will  promptly  take  up  the  matter  of 
which  you  complain  for  investigation,  on  receipt  of  formal  complaint. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 
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February  20,  1894 — On  complaint  of  J.  N.  Caldwell,  of  Kansas  City, 
the  following  letter  was  written  to  H.  H.  Courtright,  G.  F.  A.  Chicago  : 

Complaints  are  made  to  this  office  of  rate  made  by  the  Chicago  &  Alton 
Railroad  Company  on  corn  shipped  in  car-loads,  from  Blackburn  to  Curryville. 
The  expense  bills  filed  show  rate  from  Kansas  City  to  Curryviile,  seven  cents  per 
100  pounds,  the  distance  in  the  first  instance  being  127  miles,  and  in  the  latter  195 
miles,  the  service  rendered  being  over  the  same  line,  in  the  same  direction,  and 
with  the  shorter  distance  wholly  included  in  the  longer.  Please  give  this  your 
attention  and  make  such  explanation  as  you  may  find  proper. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

The  rate  complained  of  was  that  of  ten  cents  per  100  from  Black- 
burn to  Curryville,  as  compared  with  rate  of  seven  cents,  Kansas  City 
to  Curryville. 

February  24,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Chicago,  February  23,  1894. 
Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  &  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir— In  reply  to  yours  of  the  20th  inst.,  will  say  our  Special  Tarifl  No. 
1371  A,  adopted  December  Gth  last,  makes  rate  on  corn  in  car  loads  10  cents  per 
cwt.  This  rate  was  put  into  effect  for  the  benefit  of  stock-feeders  on  our  line  be- 
tween Centralia  and  Louisiana.  We  have  no  record  of  having  authorized  a  lees 
rate  to  Curryville  on  shipments  from  Kansas  City,  but  will  investigate  and  advise 
you  later.  It  may  be  the  shipment  in  question  originated  at  some  point  in  Ne- 
braska or  Kansas,  upon  which  our  proportion  of  through  rate  a3  published  by  the 
initial  line  was  but  7  cents. 

Yours  truly, 

H.  H.  Courtright,  G.  F.  A. 

March  1 — The  follbwing  was  received  : 

Chicago,  February  28,  1894. 
Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  &  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— In  further  reply  to  your  favor  of  the  20th  inst.,  regarding  rate  on 
corn  to  Curryville,  beg  to  say  1  find,  on  investigation,  that  the  shipments  on  which 
a  lower  rate  is  said  to  have  been  made  from  Kansas  City  than  from  Blackburn, 
originated  at  points  in  Kansas  and  Nebraska,  and  were  shipped  on  the  published 
through  rates,  of  which  this  company  received  as  its  proportion  from  Kansas  City 
7  and  1\  cents  per  cwt.  As  I  explained  to  you,  I  think,  a  short  time  ago,  we  have 
made  no  change  in  our  rate  from  Kansas  City  on  local  business  from  there,  whereas 
the  rate  made  from  Blackburn  to  stations  east  of  Centralia  is  a  reduction  from  the 
regular  tariff,  and  is  made  for  account  of  stock-feeders. 

Tours  truly, 

H.  H.  Courtright,  G.  F.  A. 

March  1 — Mr.  Caldwell  was  informed  as  to  statements  made  by 
Mr.  Courtright. 


April  13,  1894— The  following  was  written  Mr.  Caldwell  : 

*  *  *  Mr.  Courtright,  General  Freight  Agent,  states  that  the  ship- 
ments on  which  a  lower  rate  is  said  to  be  made  from  Kansas  City  than  from  Black- 
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burn,  originated  at  points  in  Kansas  and  Nebraska,  and  were  shipped  on  the 
published  through  rates,  on  which  the  C.  <fc  A.  received  as  its  proportion  from 
Kansas  City,  7  and  7£  cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  C.  &  A.  B.  L.  show  that  corn  was  in  bulk,  in  foreign  cars,  and  rate  contract 
was  made  by  joint  agents'  authority  ;  and  statement  is  also  made  on  B.  L.  that  C. 
&  A.  rate  is  "proportion  of  through  rate  from  points  beyond  Kansas  City."  If 
these  shipments  originated  at  points  beyond  Kansas  City,  and  were  shipped 
through  on  a  joint  tariff  arrangement,  the  proportional  rate  from  Kansas  City  to 
Curryville  would  be  less  than  the  local  rate  from  Blackburn  to  Curryville. 

Shipments  as  referred  to  would  be  interstate,  and,  therefore,  be- 
yond the  jurisdiction  of  this  Board. 


Feb.  20,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Big  Springs,  Montgomery  Co  ,  Mo.,  Feb.  17,  1894. 
Hon.  James  Cowgill,  Railroad  Commissioner: 

Dear  Sir— On  or  about  Jan.  20,  1894,1  hauled  91  sacks  wheat  to  McKittrick 
station,  M.,K.  &T.  R.  R.,and  loaded  on  board  the  cars,  and  told  Mr.  Chas. 
Fortmer  to  ship  to  John  Wahl  &  Co  ,  St.  Louis.  He  was  at  that  time  attending  to 
the  shipment  for  the  company.  He  said  their  rate  was  10  cents  per  hundred-  I 
told  him  that  I  did  not  have  wheat  to  fill  the  car.  He  said  that  did  not  make  any 
difference  ;  that  it  would  be  shipped  as  local  freight.  Enclosed  I  send  the  papers 
to  you,  hoping  that  you  can  have  the  claim  for  over-charge  adjusted.  Mr.  John 
Wahl  tried,  but  they  declined  to  pay  back  anything.  I  herewith  enclose  the 
papers.    You  can  see  what  they  say.   1  was  told  to  refer  the  case  to  you. 

Yours  truly, 

W.  C.  Bedford. 

Enclosures  as  follows  : 

St.  Louis,  Feb.  14,  1894. 

W.  C.  Bedford,  Esq.,  Big  Springs,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— We  enclose  herewith  a  letter  from  C.  H.  Morrill,  Com'l  Agent 
M  .,K.  &  T.  R.  R.,from  which  you  will  see  that  claim  against  them  for  over- 
charge in  freight  had  been  rejected.  We  also  enclose  Cert,  of  weight  and  R.  R. 
Ex.  bill  herewith,  and  think  it  advisable  that  you  make  claim  from  your  end.  We 
doubt  whether  you  will  be  able  to  make  anything  out  of  it,  but  there  will  be  no 
harm  in  trying  it. 

Enclosing  special  for  full  details  of  today's  market,  we  remain. 

Yours  very  truly, 

John  Wahl  Com.  Co. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.  ,  Feb.  14,  1894. 

John  Wahl  Commission  Co.: 

Dear  Sirs— Referring  to  conversation  had  by  our  Mr.  McMahon  with  you  re- 
garding above  claim,  beg  to  advise  that  Mr.  A..  T.  Drew,  A.  G.  F.  A.,  states  that, 
in  accordance  with  our  records,  shipment  covered  by  claim  should  take  a  minimum 
of  24,000  lbs.;  hence  claim  is  declined. 

1  herewith  return  your  weight  certificate,  expense  bill  and  bill  for  over-charge. 

Yours  truly, 

C.  H.  Morrill,  Com'l  Agt. 

Answered  February  20,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  Your  claim  for  rebate  depends  wholly  upon  the  agreement  made 
by  the  agent  of  the  company  as  to  the  rebate  to  be  charged.   If  you  can  show  sat- 
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isfactorily  that  the  agent  of  the  M.,  K.  &  T.  at  McKittrick  agreed  to  ship  your 
grain  less  than  a  car-load  at  car-load  rate  per  100  lbs.,  you  can  recover  the  amount 
of  over-charge.  Grain  in  less  than  car-loads  is  in  fourth  class  and  regular  fourth- 
class  rate  is  nearly  double  that  for  grain  in  car-loads.  The  aggregate  car-load  rate 
—10c  per  100  lbs.  on  24,000  lbs.,  as  charged  on  your  lot  of  13,000  lbs.— is  considera- 
bly less  than  would  be  the  fourth-class  rate  on  13,000  lbs.;  but  if  the  company, 
through  their  agent,  agreed  with  you  to  ship  your  grain  at  10c  per  100  lbs.,  your 
•claim  for  rebate  is  valid. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 


Feb.  28,  1894— The  following  letter  was  written  J.  H.  Hiland,  G. 
T.  A.,  etc.: 

Complaint  has  been  made  to  this  office  that  the  rates  charged  by  the  Mil- 
waukee line  for  the  transportation  of  mixed  live-stock  in  car-loads  from  Polo  to 
Kansas  City  are  in  excess  of  the  rates  as  prescribed  by  law  for  such  transportation. 
The  statute  rate  for  a  car-load  of  mixed  live-stock  (24,000  lbs.)  from  Polo  to  Kan- 
sas City  is  $19.  See  ruling  of  the  Commissioners  herewith  enclosed.  Please  give 
thii  matter  your  attention . 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

March  12 — Reply  was  received  as  follows: 

Chicago,  March  6,  1894. 
J  as  Harding,  E=q  ,  Sec.  Ft.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jeflerson  City,  Mo.: 
Dear  Sir — Referring  to  yours  of  the  28th  ult.  to  Mr.  Hiland,  in  regard  to  rate 
charged  on  a  mixed  car-load  of  live-stock  from  Polo  to  Kansas  City,  we  did  not 
receive  copy  of  the  Commissioners'  ruling  regarding  such  shipments  until  some 
time  in  the  month  of  January,  when  Mr.  Cowtrill  sent  us  a  copy,  and  called  our  at- 
tention to  a  car  that  had  been  erroneously  billed.  We  have  arranged  to  refund  the 
over-charge  on  this  car  in  accordance  with  the  Commissioners'  ruling,  and  will  im- 
mediately amend  our  tariff  The  above  is  the  only  case  that  has  been  called  to  our 
attention.  Hid  we  received  a  copy  of  the  ruling  when  same  was  issued,  cur  tariff 
would  have  been  amended  at  the  time.  Yours  truly, 

E.  S.  Keeley,  A.  G.  F.  A. 

March  13 — Answered  as  follows  : 

Your  favor  of  the  Sthinst.,  in  regard  to  adjustment  of  rate  on  car-load  of 
mixed  live-stock  from  Polo  to  Kansas  City  has  been  received,  and  is  entirely  satis- 
factory. You  state,  '  khad  we  received  copy  of  the  ruling  when  same  was  issued, 
our  tariff  would  have  been  amended  at  the  time."  The  ruling  referred  to  was 
made  June  21,  1893,  and  was  sent  by  registered  mail  June  22,  1893,  to  A.  C.  Bird, 
F.  T.  M  ,  at  Chicago.    The  receipt  for  same  is  on  file  in  this  office. 


February  19, 1894 — The  following  was  written  W.  O.  Stith,  General 
Freight  Agent : 

Enclosed  herewith  you  will  find  letter,  with  enclosures,  from  E.  R.  Page, 
Marshall,  Mo.,  relating  to  charges  on  car-load  of  building  material  from  St.  Louis 
to  Marshall.  It  would  appear  as  though  car-load  rate  should  apply  on  entire  ship- 
ment, under  provisions  of  the  law  allowing  shippers  to  load  car  with  different 
articles  of  commerce  or  trade.  Please  look  into  the  matter  and  make  such  expla- 
nation of  same  as  you  may  find  proper. 
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March  8,  1893— The  following  was  written  Mr.  Page  : 

Your  complaint  of  over-charge  on  car-load  of  building  material  was  referred,, 
February  19,  to  Missouri  Pacific  general  office  for  explanation.  In  letter  of  March 
7,  received  from  W.  C.  Stith,  G.  F.  A.,  he  states  :  "Have  instructed  our  agent  at 
Marshall,  Mo.,  to  collect  on  basis  outlined  in  your  communication,  namely,  at  10£ 
cents  per  100  for  entire  shipment  "  This  is  application  of  car-load  rate  to  your 
shipment,  and  it  is  presumed  adjustment  is  satisfactory  to  you. 

Nothing  further  was  heard  concerning  this  matter,  and  it  is  pre- 
sumed the  adjustment  was  satisfactory. 


March  8 — The  following  letter  was  received  : 

Gallatin,  Mo.,  March  7,  1894. 

State  R.  R.  Com'rs : 

Gentlemen— Please  let  us  know  what  the  legal  local  rate  is  on  flour  and  feed' 
in  lots  of  1000  lbs.  to  10,000  lb3.  for  25  miles,  and  each  additional  25  miles,  and  in* 
what  year  did  the  rate  take  effect.  Yours  respectfully, 

Cline  <!fc  Cline. 

Answered  same  day,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  There  is  no  rate  prescribed  by  law  for  the  transportation  of  com- 
modities in  less  than  car-loads,  excepting  that  in  no  event  can  more  be  charged  for 
less  than  a  car-load  than  for  a  car-load.  The  local  rates  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island 
&  Pacific  Railway  Company,  as  filed  and  kept  for  public  inspection  at  their  stations 
in  this  State,  are  those  in  force. 


March  20 — The  following  was  received : 

Montrose,  Mo.,  March  19,  1894. 
To  the  Honorable  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City  : 

1  have  shipped,  a  few  days  ago,  to  East  St.  Louis,  1  car— 82  hogs  and  3  cattle  ; 
for  this  the  M.  K.  &  T.  charged  me  $48.40  freight.  Our  rate  is  20£  cis.  per  hd.  on 
cattle  and  22cts.  on  hogs.  Now,  the  company  claimg  that  they  have  a  right  to 
charge,  on  mixed  stock,  hog  rate  and  cattle  weight.  Will  you  please  let  me  know 
at  once  how  mucb  freight  the  company  is  entitled  to.  It  looks  outrageous  to  have 
to  pay  $13  extra  for  3  cattle.    By  so  doing  you  will  oblige 

Yours  very  truly, 

Sol  Kahn. 

Was  answered  same  day  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  The  billing  for  delivery  at  East  St.  Louis  constitutes  this  case  as 
one  of  interstate  traffic,  which  this  Board  can  not  control.  Under  Missouri  law, 
24,000  pounds  constitutes  a  minimum  car-load  of  mixed  live-stock  in  car  30  feet  in 
length  ;  and  the  car-load  is  more  or  less  than  24,000  pounds,  in  proportion  as  the 
car  is  more  or  less  than  30  feet  In  length.  To  the  car-load  of  24,000  pounds  the 
statute  rate  applies.  This  jate  for  275  miles— being  the  distance  to  St.  Louis— is 
$53.  The  rate  per  100  pounds  is  20.083  cents.  For  less  than  car-load  the  law  pro- 
vides that  no  more  can  be  charged  than  for  a  car-load. 
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April  5,  1894 — Letter  was  written  Jas.  Donohue,  G.  F.  A.,  etc.,  as 
follows  : 

Enclosed  herewith  is  complaint  of  J.  C.  Crispin,  of  Noel,  Mo.,  to  which  your 
attention  is  requested.  Please  return  papers  with  such  explanation  as  may  be 
found  proper. 

April  7 — Reply  was  received  as  follows  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  April  6,  1894. 
Hon.  Jas.  HardiDg,  Sec.  K.  R.  and  Warehouse  Dept.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Replying  to  your  favor  of  the  5th,  and  returning  the  same  with  other 
enclosures,  in  regard  to  an  over-charge  on  a  shipment  consigned  to  J.  C.  Crispin, 
Noel,  Mo.,  the  freight  on  the  expense  bill,  which  1  have  marked  with  blue  lead- 
pencil  No.  1,  was  shipped  from  Kansas  City  over  our  own  line  to  Noel. 

The  freight  on  the  expense  bill,  which  I  have  marked  with  blue  lead-pencil 
No.  2,  was  turned  over  to  our  line  at  Joplin,  and  1  presume  it  originated  in  Kan- 
sas City,  but  we  have  no  through  rates  applying  from  Kansas  City  over  any  other 
line  In  connection  with  our  own  line  from  Joplin  south. 

If  the  instructions  given  the  shipper  by  Mr.  Crispin  to  ship  the  freight  over 
our  line  have  not  been  carried  out,  1  would  suggest  that  he  take  the  matter  up  with 
the  shipper,  and  charge  them  whatever  over-charge  there  may  be  on  the  consign- 
ment. 

It  is,  to  say  the  least,  a  breach  of  railroad  etiquette  for  the  railroad  running  in 
opposition  to  us  out  of  Kansas  City  to  take  freight  for  points  reached  by  our  own 
line,  and  endeavor  to  make  delivery  to  us  at  some  other  junction  point. 

Yours  truly, 

Jas.  Donohue, 

G.  F.  and  P.  A. 

April  12,  1894 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Crispin  : 

*  *  *  Mr.  Donohue,  General  Freight  Agent  Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  & 
Gulf  R'y,  states :  "The  freight  on  the  expense  bill  which  I  have  marked  with  blue 
pencil  No.  1,  was  shipped  from  Kansas  City  over  our  own  line  to  Noel.  The  freight 
on  the  expense  bill  which  i  hive  marked  with  blue  pencil  No.  2,  was  turned  over 
to  our  line  at  Joplin,  and  I  presume  it  originated  in  Kansas  City,  but  we  have  no 
through  rates  applying  from  Kansas  City  over  any  other  line  in  connection  with 
our  own  line  from  Kansas  City." 

The  trouble  in  the  case  you  present  was  caused  by  shipper  routing  your 
goods  by  a  line  not  reaching  Noel  and  having  no  traffiic  arrangement  with  the 
Kansas  City,  Pittsburgh  Gulf,  which  does  reach  that  point.  The  Kansas  City, 
Pittsburg  &  Gulf  took  your  freight  at  Joplin  as  local  freight,  and  has  charged  you 
its  local  tariff  rates.  The  fault  is  with  the  shipper  at  Kansas  City,  and  if  your 
instructions  were  to  have  your  goods  shipped  over  the  Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  & 
Gulf  from  Kansas  City,  you  have  a  good  claim  on  shipper  for  amount  of  over- 
charges consequent  on  his  disregard  of  your  orders. 


April  13— Following  was  received  : 

Warrensburg,  Mo.,  April  12,  1894. 

Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

I  enclose  you  a  freight  bill  of  120  pounds  paints  shipped  from  Kansas  City* 
Freight  charged  50  cents.  Is  this  law  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  that  people  are 
robbed  and  no  help  for  it?  Yours  respectfully, 

Thos.  W.  Miller. 
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Answered  same  day  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  The  classification  places  paints  (boxed)  in  fourth  class.  The 
fourth-class  rate  Kansas  City  to  Warrensburg  is  18  cents  per  100  pounds.  Aggre- 
gate charge  of  your  shipment  on  that  basis  would  be  22  cents.  Matter  has  been 
referred  to  the  General  Freight  Agent  at  St.  Louis  for  explanation. 

April  13,  1894— Matter  was  referred  to  W.  0.  Stith,  G.  F.  A.,  as 
follows : 

*  *  *  *  An  expense  bill  has  been  filed  in  this  office  showing  charge  of  50 
■cents  on  box  of  paints,  Kansas  City  to  Warrensburg,  weight  of  box  ]20  pounds. 
Classification  makes  paints  (boxed)  fourth  clafs,  and  fourth-class  rate  Kansas  City 
to  Warrensburg  is  18  cents  per  100  pounds,  as  shown  in  your  tariff  1748  of  June  10, 
1893.    Expense  bill  395,  April  12  ;  way-bill  1260,  April  11.    Please  investigate. 

Letter  was  written  Mr.  Miller,  April  26,  as  follows : 

In  a  letter  received  this  morning  from  W.  C.  Stith,  G.  F.  A.  Missouri  Pacific, 
jhe  states,  "Again  referring  to  your  letter; April  13,  we  find  upon  investigation  that 
50  cents  was  collected  on  the  box  of  paints,  Kansas  City  to  Warrensburg,  Mo., 
way-bill  1360,  April  11,  account  of  misunderstanding  on  part  of  agent.  If  you  will 
Teturn  expense  bill  to  consignee  at  Warrensburg,  M©.,  and  instruct  him  to  present 
it  to  our  agent  at  that  point,  the  over-charge  will  be  promptly  refunded."  The  ex- 
pense bill  is  enclosed  herewith.    Hoping  the  above  is  satisfactory,  I  am,  etc. 

It  is  presumed  adjustment  of  this  claim  was  satisfactory. 


April  7 — The  following  was  written  J.  O.  Crispin,  Noel,  Mo.,  in 
reply  to  a  postal  card  making  complaint  of  charge  on  small  shipment 
by  Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  &  Gulf  railway  : 

The  enclosed  expense  bills  were  received  on  the  16th  inst.  The  Commission- 
ers fail  ;to  see  any  reasonable  grounds  for  claim  of  over-charge  on  these  bills. 
Under  regulations  in  force,  the  minimum  charge  for  the  80-pound  lot  is  as  custom- 
ary, and  the  charge  on  the  other  bill  could  hardly  be  expected  to  be  less,  being  20 
cents  on  120  pounds,  Joplin  to  Noel. 


April  17,  1894 — The  following  was  received : 

Fort  Lyon,  Mo„  April  15, 1894. 
State  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sirs — I  will  write  you  a  few  lines  in  regard  to  a  straw-stacker  that  I 
bought  last  fall  of  the  Birdsall  Co.,  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  had  it  shipped  to  Wind- 
sor, and  it  was  badly  broken  by  the  railroad  company,  and  I  would  not  receive  it 
as  it  was  in  such  a  bad  condition  until  the  railroad  company  said  they  would  make 
it  all  right,  and  the  agent  telegraphed  to  them,  and  they  said  they  would  fix  it  all 
right,  and  I  have  been  writing  to  them  and  sent  them  the  repair  bills  on  the  stacker, 
and  after  they  had  me  to  send  them  all  of  the  repair  bills  they  refused  to  pay  the 
damage  on  the  stacker,  and  I  think  that  is  real  little  in  them  doing  so  after  promis- 
ing to  settle  the  damage  if  I  would  take  the  stacker,  and  unloaded  it.  I  thought 
they  would  do  as  they  said,  or  I  would  not  have  unloaded  it.   J  do  as  I  say  I  will. 
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and  I  think  everybody  else  ought  to  do  the  same.  I  paid  $23  for  the  freight  on  the 
stacker  from  St.  Louis,  and  I  think  they  ought  to  pay  me  the  breakage  on  the 
stacker.  There  was  several  different  parties  there  when  I  unloaded  the  stacker, 
and  they  said  it  was  damag3d  $10,  and  they  said  they  would  have  $10  before  they 
unloaded  it.  But  I  thought  they  would  do  as  they  said  they  would,  and  I  only 
asked  $5  for  the  breakage,  and  now  they  have  refused  to  pay  it,  so  I  thought  I 
would  write  you  a  few  lines  about  it,  and  see  what  you  all  could  do  for  me.  All  I 
want  is  whit  is  right  in  anything  The  castings  cost  me  $3.50,  and  the  wood-work 
man  charged  me  $2  50  to  do  the  wood-work,  and  you  see  I  don't  want  to  make  any- 
thing off  of  the  railroad  company,  and  I  think  you  all  ought  to  give  me  some  dam- 
age on  the  stacker,  as  I  only  asked  half  what  it  was  reaUly  damaged. 

Yours  truly, 

F.  B.  Walkup. 

April  17,  1894— The  following  was  written  Mr.  Walkup  : 

*  *  *  *  *  You  do  not  state  the  line  or  lines  over  which  the  stacker  was 
shipped.  Whilst  your  c'aim  is  a  matter  in  which  this  Board  has  no  jurisdiction, 
they  will  do  what  they  can  to  assist  you  in  recovering  the  amount  paid  by  yon  for 
repairs.  If  the  stacker  was  shipped  over  two  line?,  it  maybe  difficult  to  fix  the 
responsibility  for  damage.  If  this  can  be  done,  however,  you  should  have  but 
little  difficulty  in  adjusting  the  matter. 


April  25 — The  following  was  received: 

Memphis,  Mo.,  April  23,  1894. 

Hon.  Timothy  J.  Hennessey,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir — The  Keokuk  and  Western  R.  R.  Co.  charge  me  now  on  a  car-load 
of  horses  or  mules  from  Memphis,  Mo.  to  Alexandria,  Mo.,  $18.70,  and  on  any  day 
except  Saturdays  and  Mondays  they  charge  me  $21 .70  per  car.  I  ship  from  six  to 
eight  car-loads  per  month;  the  distance  is  forty  miles,  and  we  ship  from  17  to  18 
horses  on  each  car;  as  the  distance  is  only  forty  miles,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
charges  are  to  high. 

Will  you  have  the  kindness  to  inform  me  whether  or  not  the  K.  &  W.  R.  R. 
Co.  is  charging  in  excess  of  the  limit. 

Please  let  me  hear  from  you  soon. 

Yours  truly, 

John  J.  Daily. 

Mr.  Daily  is  one  of  our  substantial  citizens,  and  we  hope  you  will  give  this 
matter  your  careful  consideration 

W.  A.  Woods,  Public  Administrator. 
"C.  G.  xMetz,  Circuit  Clerk. 
John  B.  Mddp, 
Chairman  Dem.  Central  Committee,  Scotland  county,  Mo. 

Answered  May  1,  as  follows : 

*  *  ■*  *  *  The  statute  maxim  rate  on  horses  in  car-loads  between  the 
points  named  is  S  17.00  per  car  of  20,000  pounds,  and  any  charge  made  and  col- 
lected in  excess  of  that  amount  is  in  direct  violation  of  Jaw. 

By  ordtr  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 
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May  5 — The  following  letter  was  received  : 

Warrensburg,  Mo.,  May  4,  1894. 

Railroad  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

We  enclose  you  a  railroad  rate,  asking  the  question  :  Do  you  think  50c  per 
100  lbs.  freight  on  six  empty  egg-capes  returned  from  Kansas  City  is  correct  ?  The 
amount  paid  prior  to  this  lot  returned  has  not  been  over  20c.  We  suppose  you  will 
know.    Please  let  us  know  at  once  and  oblige, 

G.  A.  Lobban  &  Son. 

Answered  same  day,  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  The  rate  on  empty  egg-cases  returned,  Kansas  City  to  Warrens- 
burg, is  18c  per  100  lbs.  (Mo^  Pac.  tariff  1748).  This  rate,  however,  is  conditioned 
on  shipment  of  same  cases  filled  from  Warrensburg  to  Kansas  City.  If  cases  filled 
were  sent  by  express,  or  did  not  go  as  freight  via  Mo.  Pac.  R'y,  the  rate  would 
be  39c  per  100  lbs. 


May  29 — The  following  letter  was  received: 

Columbia,  Mo.,  May  28,  1894. 

R.  R.  Commissioners: 

Gentlemen — We  enclose  you  R.  R.  receipts  where  we  are  charged  37  cts.  per 
100  lb*,  from  Chicago  to  our  place.  The  parties  that  shipped  us  our  stoves  wrote 
us  that  there  was  a  cut  rate  on  the  railroad  and  our  freight  rate  would  be  very 
low,  so  we  had  the  stoves  shipped.  Now  is  there  no  law  to  make  the  railroad  give 
us  our  freight  at  same  rates  they  ship  to  places  on  main  line.  The  agent  here  say& 
the  cut  rate  does  not  apply  to  this  place— that  it  only  applies  to  stations  on  main 
line.  We  have  just  received  car-load  of  wire  from  St.  Louis,  at  7£  cts.  per  100— the 
rate  is  17.    Please  advise  whether  we  can  do  anything  or  not. 

Please  return  a  receipt.  Respectfully, 

C.  C.  Newman  &  Co. 

June  1 — The  following  was  written  Newman  &  Co. : 

Enclosed  herewith  is  expense  bill  on  shipment  of  stoves  from  Chicago  to  St. 
Louis,  which  bill  was  received  in  your  favor  of  28th  of  May  ult.  Matter  was  re- 
ferred to  Mr.  S.  B.  Knight,  G.  F.  A.,  etc.,  at  St.  Louis,  and  in  letter  from  him 
today  he  states  that  on  receipt  of  expense  bill  the  difference  between  the  cut  rate 
and  regular  rate  will  be  refunded  you.  Drayage  and  back  charges,  of  course,  are 
proper,  and  were  advanced  by  the  Wabash.  1  enclose  bill  to  you,  as  no  doubt  it 
will  be  more  satisfactory  to  you  to  forward  the  bill  yourselves. 

Hoping  adjustment  is  satisfactory.  I  am,  etc. 

The  matter  referred  to  above  was  taken  up  with  Wabash  General 
Freight  office,  with  result  as  stated. 

June  1 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Knight,  G.  F.  A.,  St.  Louis  : 

*  *  *  -x-  i  have  forwarded  expense  bill,  relating  to  shipment  of  stoves,  to 
the  parties  at  Columbia,  informing  them  that  amount  of  ovei-cbarge  on  Wabash 
lines  would  be  refunded  on  receipt  by  you  of  the  bill.  The  adjustment  as  proposed 
by  you  is  perfectly  satisfactory  so  far  as  this  office  is  concerned,  and  1  see  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  to  the  Columbia  parties. 
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May  31 — The  following  was  received : 

W infield,  Mo.,  May  30, 1894. 
To  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sirs— I  enclose  three  expense  bills  from  Messrs.  Cobb  &  Hammack. 
They  ask  that  you  have  the  charges  corrected,  and  that  they  be  refunded  $3  on 
each  car.  The  regular  rate  charged  from  Eisberry  is  $17,  and  the  railroad  com- 
pany ships  stock  from  Clarksville,  an  18-mile  longer  haul,  for  $15.  If  you  will  in- 
quire into  this  matter  and  have  it  corrected,  you  greatly  oblige  the  shippers. 

This  continued  discrimination  and  over-charge  cause?  great  dissatisfaction. 
Please  notify  Cobb  &  Hammack  of  the  results  of  your  investigation,  and  oblige, 

Very  respectfully  yours, 

D.  T.  Killam. 

Answered  May  31,  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  The  distance  from  Eisberry  to  St.  Louis,  via  St.  Louis,  Keokuk  & 
Northwestern  railroad,  is  65.5  miles.  Under  ruling  of  the  Commissioners  here- 
with enclosed,  the  St.  L.,  K.  &  N.  W.  R.  R.  is  entitled  to  charge  $21  per  car  of 
20,000  pounds.  The  charges  as  made,  being  $20  per  car-load,  are  not  in  excess  of 
maximum  allowed.  If,  however,  car-loads  of  mixed  live-stock  are  transported 
from  Clarksville  to  St.  Louis  for  a  less  rate  than  from  Eisberry,  a  discrimination 
exists  which  needs  investigition .  Matter  will  be  referred  at  once  to  Mr.  Howard 
Elliott,  G.  F.  A.,  for  explanation. 

Matter  was  referred  to  Howard  Elliot,  G.  F.  A.,  in  letter  May  31, 
as  follows : 

Complaint  is  made  from  stock  shippers  at  Eisberry,  Mo.,  that  car-load  rate  on 
live-stock  from  that  point  to  St.  Louis  is  $17,  whilst  from  Clarksville,  18  miles 
greater  distance,  the  rate  is  $15  per  car.   Please  explain. 

Do  you  make  a  difference  in  charges  for  car-loads  of  live-stock  straight  and 
mixed?  Copy  of  ruling  of  this  Board  in  relation  to  mixed  live-stock  in  car-loads  is 
enclosed  herewith. 

Please  state  tariffs  ;that  are  in  force  on  the  St.  L.,  K.  &  N.  W.  from  points 
below  Hannibal  to  St.  Louis. 

June  2 — Letter  was  received  from  Mr.  Elliott,  as  follows : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  June  1,  1894. 
Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  &  Warehouse  Department,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — Your  letter  of  May  31,  in  which  you  state  that  a  complaint  is  made 
y  the  stock  shippers;at  Eisberry  Mo., "that  the  car-load  rate  on  live-stock  from  that 
oint  to  St.  Louis  is  $17,  while  from  Clarksville,  18  milds  greater  distance,  the  rate 
s  $15,  is  received. 

I  enclose  our  tariff,  taking  effect  March  1,  1894,  which  is  now  in  effect,  and 
hich  is  being  adhered  to. 

On  page  4  you  will  find  the  live-stock  rates,  and  on  page  6  you  will  find  the 
les  and  regulations  for  mixed  shipments  of  live-stock. 

We  have,  at  times,  taken  half  loads  of  live-stock  from  Clarksville,  and  also 
rom  Eisberry,  at  less  than  $17,  but  this  is  only  an  occasional  shipment,  and  the 
ate  is  made  in  order  to\  enable  shippers  to  get  to  market  without  waiting  to 
ather  up  a  full  car-load.  I  do  not,  however,  think  we  have  more  than  a  dozen 
ases  in  a  year  on  our  whole  line. 

1  trust  this  explanation  is  satisfactory.  Yours  truly, 

Howard  Elliott. 
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June  2,  1894— The  following  was  written  Howard  Elliott,  G.  F.  A., 
in  reply  to  letter  received  from  him — same  day : 

*  *  *  *  G.F.O.  No.  6099  has  not  before  been  filed  here.  The  expense  bills 
forwarded  with  complaint  are  dated  Feb.  22,  1894,  March  19,  1894,  and  May  21, 1894; 
way-bills  Nos.  96,  19  and  139;  cars  Nos.  16699,  7622  and  30102.  Freight  charges 
on  each  of  these  shipments  from  Elsberry  to  St.  Louis  are  $20  per  car-load,  each 
shipment  being  mixed  live-stock.  Shipment  Feb.  22  consisted  of  52  head  of  stock  ; 
that  of  March  19  of  49  head,  and  that  of  May  21  of  58  head.  Under  ruling  of  Com- 
missioners regarding  charges  for  mixed  live-stock  in  car-loads,  a  copy  of  which  was 
sent  you  on  the  31st,  you  would  be  entitled  to  charge  not  exceeding  $21  per  car- 
load of  24,000  lbs.,  the  distance  from  Elsberry  to  St.  Louis  being  65J  miles.  Your 
charge  of  $20,  therefore,  is  not  in  excess  of  legal  rate.  Your  special  rule  "B,"  re- 
garding mixed  shipments  of  live-stock,  page  6,  G.  F.  O.  6099,  so  far  as  it  relates  to 
Missouri  traffic,  is  in  conflict  with  the  law  as  construed  by  the  Commissioners, 
their  ruling  being  that  car-loads  not  exceeding  24,000  lbs.  mixed  live-stock  take 
rates  not  exceeding  statute  rates,  as  shown  in  section  2675,  R.  S.  Missouri,  1889. 
Of  course,  if  your  rule  makes  aggregate  charge  less  than  statute  rates,  it  would 
not  be  in  conflict. 

I  see  nothing  in  G.  F.  O.  6099  regarding  rate  for  live-stock  per  100  lbs.  Rates 
shown  are  in  dollars  and  cents  per  car,  and  these  rates  are  governed  by  length  of 
car  and  not  by  weight. 

Your  explanation  of  alleged  discrimination  between  Clarksville  and  Elsberry 
seems  to  be  quite  satisfactory. 

June  2 — The  following  was  written  to  Cobb  &  Hammack  : 

*  •*  *  The  charge  of  $20  per  car  for  mixed  live-stock  from  Elsberry  to 
St.  Louis,  the  distance  being  65.5  miles,  is  not  in  excess  of  legal  rate.  The  law 
makes  24,000  pounds  a  minimum  car-load  of  mixed  live-stock  in  30-foot  car,  and 
more  or  less  than  24,000  pounds  in  proportion  as  car  may  be  more  or  less  than 
30  feet  in  length.  Please  see  ruling  of  Commission  herewith.  Statute  rate  would 
allow  a  charge  of  $21  per  car-load  of  24,000  pounds  mixed  live-stock  from  Elsberry 
to  St.  Louis.  Less  than  minimum  car-load,  as  prescribed  by  statute,  could  be 
charged  for  at  less  than  car-load  rate,  but  aggregate  charge  can  not  exceed  the 
charge  for  a  car-load. 

In  regard  to  discriminations  in  shipments  from  Clarksville  to  Elsberry,  Mr. 
Elliott  states :  ' '  We  have  at  times  taken  half  loads  of  live-stock  from  Clarksville 
and  also  from  Elsberry,  at  less  than  $17,  but  this  is  only  an  occasional  shipment, 
and  the  rate  is  made  in  order  to  enable  shippers  to  get  to  market  without  waiting 
to  gather  up  a  full  car-load.  I  do  not  think,  however,  we  have  more  than  a  dozen 
cases  in  a  year  on  our  whole  line." 

The  charge  of  $20  per  car-loal  of  mixed  stock  on  basis  of  24,000  pounds  is  at 
the  rate  of  8£  cents  per  100  pounds.  Charge  of  $17  on  basis  of  19,000  pounds 
straight  load  of  cattle  is  8.95  cents  (nearly)  per  100  pounds. 


109 


ACTIOX  OF  BOAED  IN  REGARD  TO  PASSENGER  RATES. 

Feb.  9,  1893 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  A.  Faulkner,  Gen. 
Pass,  and  Ticket  Agt.,  M.,  K.  &  T.  R'y : 

Complaint  has  been  made  to  this  office  by  a  State  Senator  regarding  a  rule  put 
in  force  upon  the  lines  of  the  Missouri,  Kansas  &*Texas  railway  in  Missouri,  and 
to  which  the  Commissioners  desire  to  call  your  attention.  The  rule  referred  ta 
requires  that  no  person  be  allowed  to  enter  the  car3  of  a  passenger  train  unless  a 
ticket  has  first  been  purchased  and  shown  by  such  person.  The  Senator  referred 
to  states  that  at  Boonville,  Mo.,  on  Monday  last,  6th  inst.,the  weather  being 
severely  cold,  he  saw  a  young  woman,  very  thinly  clad,  attempt  to  enter  a  passen- 
ger car  in  a  train  then  standing  at  the  station,  but  was  refused  admittance  by  the  0 
porter  (acting  under  orders,  of  course),  and  was  compelled,  with  barely  time  to  do 
so,  to  go  at  least  150  yards  to  the  ticket  office,  being  exposed  to  the  bitter  cold,  to 
purchase  a  ticket  before  she  was  allowed  to  enter  the  car.  He  states  that  the 
young  woman  was  suffering  severely  from  the  cold,  and  that  the  enforcement  of 
the  rule  was  unquestionably  a  hardship  in  this  case.  The  Commissioners  presume 
that  the  object  of  the  rule  referred  to  is  to  compel  passengers  to  purchase  ticketa 
so  that  the  fares  will  not  be  paid  on  the  trains.  A  rule  requiring  persons  to  show 
tickets  before  entering  cars  at  terminal  stations  is  a  proper  one,  but  even  there,  it 
should  not,  under  any  and  all  circumstances,  be  enforced,  there  being  frequent 
occasions  where  to  enforce  such  rule  would  work  a  great  hardship.  The  Commis- 
sioners are  of  the  opinion  that  the  rule  referred  to,  as  applying  to  way  stations,  is 
not  warranted  by  the  conditions  in  the  case,  and  therefore,  recommend  that  it  be- 
rescinded  without  delay. 

By  order  of  the  R.  R.  and  W.  Commissioners  of  Mo. 

The  following  reply  was  received  Feb.  10  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo  ,  Feb  10,  1893. 
Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec.  R.  R.  Commission  State  of  Mo.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  have  yours  of  February  9th,  calling  my  attention  to  the  fact  that 
officers  of  this  company  have  directed  employes  to  have  passengers  show  their 
tickets  before  entering  the  cars,  and  asking  that  same  be  revoked. 

Your  communication  will  receive  prompt  attention. 

Yours  truly, 

A.  Faulkner. 

On  February  18,  the  following -was  received  from  Mr.  A.  A.  Allen, 
Gen.  Supt.  M.,  K.  &  T.  Ry : 

Parsons,  Kas.,  Feb.  15,  1893. 
Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Secretary  Board  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jeflerson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Your  favor  of  Feb.  9,  addressed  to  Mr.  A.  Faulkner,  our  General 
Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent,  has  been  referred  to  me. 

The  regulation  referred  to  requiring  passengers  to  show  their  tickets  before 
entering  the  train  was  issued  by  my  predecessor,  and  my  understanding  of  his 
reasons  therefor  are  as  follows  : 

The  company  had  for  some  time  past  experienced  serious  trouble  with  its 
main-line  trains  by  persons  getting  on  the  cars  at  different  stations,  who  did  not 


110 


»  Intend  to  take  passage  therein,  resulting  in  the  obstruction  of  the  platform  to 
Teally  intending  passengers,  many  of  these  persons  getting  on  at  stations  and  rid- 
ing to  the  limits  of  the  town  or  village  where  the  speed  was  limited,  and  then  jump- 
ing off,  to  the  serious  inconvenience  of  legitimate  passengers.  If  I  am  correctly 
informed,  this  was  the  ruling  motive  of  this  order.  Also,  in  many  instances,  these 
people  jumped  off,  and  were  hurt,  and  the  only  remedy  there  seemed  to  be  was  to 
prevent  them  getting  on  the  cars  if  possible. 

Hoping  this  will  be  a  satisfactory  explanation,  I  remain, 

,      Yours  very  truly, 

A.  A.  Allen,  Gen.  Supt. 
Feb.  21 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Allen  : 

*   *   *   *   I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  disapprove  the 
order  referred  to,  and  direct  that  it  be  rescinded  without  delay. 
By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

March  13 — The  following  was  received  : 

Parsons,  Kas  ,  March  11, 1893. 
Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — I  have  before  me  your  favor  of  February  21st  in  relation  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  Board  regarding  order  in  force  on  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas 
Railway  Company's  lines  requiring  passengers  to  purchase  tickets  before  entering 
cars,  and  saying  that  you  are  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  disapprove 
of  the  order  referred  to,  and  direct  that  it  be  rescinded  without  delay. 

I  am  satisfied  after  investigating  this  question  the  Commissioners  will  not 
insist  upon  their  request,  when  the  company's  reasons  for  putting  the  order  in  force 
have  been  fully  explained  to  them.  Therefore,  in  order  that  we  have  a  complete 
and  thorough  understanding  before  anything  more  is  done  regarding  this  matter 
by  your  Board,  I  would  suggest  that  a  time  be  fixed  when  it  will  be  convenient 
for  your  Board  to  receive  and  grant  an  interview  to  a  representative  of  this  com- 
pany, who  will  be  authorized  to  call  upon  your  Board  and  explain  the  matter  fully. 

Please  state  when  your  Board  will  grant  a  representative  of  this  company 
such  an  interview.  Yours  very  truly, 

A.  A.  Allen. 

March  14 — The  following  was  written  to  Mr.  Allen  : 

***■*#  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  will  be 
pleased  to  meet  a  representative  of  the  M.  K.  &  T.  R'y,  as  requested  by  you,  on 
Friday,  17th  inst.,  at  3  o'clock  p.  m. 

On  17th  March  as  appointed,  Mr.  Krause,  General  Agent  M.,  K.  & 
T.  K'y  Co.,  met  with  the  Board  for  conference,  regarding  the  matter  in 
question,  which  was  fully  discussed,  but  no  definite  action  taken,  pend- 
ing further  presentation  of  the  reasons  of  the  M.,  K.  &  T.  Co.  for  con- 
tinuing the  order  requiring  passengers  to  purchase  tickets  before 
entering  cars. 

April  1 — The  following  was  received  : 

Parsons,  Kansas,  March  28,  1893. 
Hon.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  R'y  and  Warehouse  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— With  reference  to  the  regulation  requiring  passengers  to  procure 
and  exhibit  tickets  before  entering  our  trains,  1  wish  to  reiterate  briefly  some  of 
the  reasons  which  actuated  this  company  in  its  adoption,  viz.  : 
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1.  To  enable  passengers  to  enter  and  leave  cars  at  all  stations  with  ease  and 
comfort,  and  without  beiDg  obliged  to  encounter  people  who  without  cause  or 
reason  habitually  crowd  into  platforms  and  cars. 

2.  To  prevent  the  continuance  of  the  practice  of  persons  entering  trains,  ap- 
parently as  passengers  but  not  as  such  in  fact,  and  leaving  after  trains  have  started 
with  results  frequently  serious  if  not  fatal. 

3.  To  accelerate  the  movements  of  our  trains  and  to  facilitate  the  conduct 
of  our  business. 

In  the  enforcement  of  this  rule,  it  would  be  our  aim  to  proceed  with  due  cau- 
tion, and  to  exact  from  our  agents,  conductors  and  employes  the  most  careful  and 
considerate  treatment  of  passengers,  and  to  promulgate  this  rule  to  such  an  extent 
and  in  such  a  manner  as  would  thoroughly  acquaint  the  traveling  public  with  its 
existence  and  its  requirements. 

We  do  not  hesitate  to  assert  that  a  fair  test  and  trial  will  result  in  showing  the 
value  and  importance  of  this  rule,  and  the  great  good  it  can  be  made  to  accomplish, 
both  to  those  who  travel  and  to  many  who  do  not. 

There  is  another  favorable  light,  it  seems  to  me,  in  which  such  a  regulation 
<san  be  viewed,  and  that  is  that  we  ought  to  be  enabled  to  so  conduct  our  affairs 
as  to  prevent  tbe  possibility  of  a  discrimination  among  passengers  in  the  matter  of 
fares  and  the  amounts  paid  ;  and  I  feel  that  in  no  other  way  can  this  be  regulated 
and  accomplished  so  well  as  by  the  requirement  that  all  passengers  procure 
tickets. 

I  trust  that  the  honorable  Commissioners  will  be  able  to  look  upon  these  rules 
being  proper  and  reasonable  under  existing  circumstances,  and  to  give  us  the  en- 
couragement of  their  approval,  which  we  would  value  highly,  notwithstanding 
their  apparent  want  of  authority  or  jurisdiction  in  this  matter. 

Yours  very  respectfully, 

A.  A.  Allen. 

April  6 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Allen: 

*  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  do  not  approve  the 
regulation,  and  that  if  it  is  continued  in  force,  it  will  beat  risk  of  the  company. 

Feb.  9 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  E.  F.  Blomeyer,  Gen.  Pass, 
and  Freight  Agent  St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Fort  Smith  R'y  Co.: 

The  attention  of  the  Commissioners  has  been  called  by  complaint  to  a  rule  in 
force  upon  the  St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Fort  Smith  railway,  which  requires 
that  persons  must  purchase  tickets  and  show  the  same  before  they  are  allowed  to 
enter  the  cars  of  a  pissenger  train.  The  Commissioners  do  not  approve  of  such 
rule,  and  recommend  that  it  be  rescinded  without  delay. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

On  February  22  the  following  was  received: 

Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.,  Feb.  22,  1893. 
ailroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sirs— I  have  a  communication  from  your  honorable  body,  dated  Feb- 
uary  9th,  setting  forth  your  disapproval  of  the  rule  in  force  upon  this  road,  which 
equires  that  passengers  must  purchase  tickets  and  show  the  same  before  they  are 
allowed  to  enter  the  cars  of  passenger  trains.  In  reply,  I  beg  to  state  that  this 
rule  is  in  force  only  at  junction  points  with  other  railroads,  to  wit:  Cape  Girar- 
deau, Delta,  Williamsville  and  Hunter.  This  rule  was  adopted  principally  to  pre- 
vent passengers  from  getting  on  the  wrong  trains,  as  we  had  considerable  trouble 
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about  passengers  getting  on  our  trains  who  held  tickets  over  some  other  road.  1 
aiso  wish  to  state  that  the  rule  is  that  the  conductors  are  to  ask  each  passenger  if 
he  has  a  ticket,  and  for  what  point,  and  that  such  passenger  is  not  required  to  show 
his  ticket.  We  think  that  the  adoption  of  such  rule  has  proved  beneficial  to  both 
the  passengers  and  this  company,  and  we  cannot  understand  why  it  should  be  re- 
scinded. We  have  no  desire  to  annoy  or  put  the  passengers  to  any  trouble  in  show- 
ing their  tickets,  and  [  trust  that  your  honorable  body  will  see  fit  to  allow  the  rule 
to  continue  in  force.  I  have  noticed  that  quite  a  number  of  railroads  in  this  State 
enforce  similar  instructions,  and  require  passengers  to  exhibit  their  tickets. 
This  answer  to  your  letter  has  been  delayed  on  account  of  my  absence. 

Yours  truly, 

E.  F.  Blomeyer,  G.  P.  A. 

February  28 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Blomeyer: 

*  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, the  regulation  referred  to  cannot  be  approved  by  them.  The  same  order 
as  applying  to  the  St.  L.,  C.  G.  &  Ft.  Smith  R'y,  regarding  the  said  regulation,  has 
been  made  applying  to  other  roads,  and  must  necessarily  be  general  in  its  applica- 
tion. 

May  31 — The  following  letter  was  received: 

Gorin,  Mo.,  March  30,  1891, 
To  the  Hon.  Board  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— Herewith  you  will  please  find  three  cash-fare  flips  on  the  Keokuk 
&  Western  railroad  from  Alexandria  to  Wayland,  Mo.  The  regular  ticket  fare  is 
25  cents,  and  you  will  observe  on  the  cash-fare  slip  they  have  cut  out  35  cents,  or  10- 
cents  excess,  for  not  having  a  ticket,  and  from  there  we  had  to  get  off  train  and 
buy  tickets  to  destination  or  not  be  permitted  to  ride  on  train.  Will  you  kindly 
inform  me  if  you  have  overruled  or  changed  the  order  you  made  May  12,  1890,  on 
page  85  of  your  report  of  1891,  or  is  the  Keokuk  &  Western  knowingly  and  deliber- 
ately violating  the  law  and  disregarding  the  ruling  of  the  Hon.  Railroad  Commis- 
sioners ?  Very  respectfully  yours, 

Lucellius  Price. 

Matter  was  referred  to  A.  0.  Goodrich,  General  Manager,  May  3i> 
as  follows : 

Complaint  has  been  made  to  this  office  of  a  regulation  in  force  upon  the  Keo- 
kuk &  Western  railroad  in  Missouri,  requiring  passengers  to  pay  an  additional 
amount  for  fares  where  tickets  are  not  purchased. 

Your  attention  is  ca.led  to  the  following  order  of  this  Board,  made  May  12, 
1890:  Complaints  having  been  made  to  the  Commissioners  that  several  railroad 
companies  in  this  State  have  a  regulation  in  force  by  which  passengers  paying  their 
fares  upon  trains  are  required  to  pay  an  amount  in  excess  of  statutory  rates,  and  a. 
hearing  thereon  having  been  given  all  railroad  companies  concerned,  the  Commis- 
sioners, after  due  consideration  of  the  matter,  hereby  order  and  direct  that  the 
fares  charged  and  collected  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  over  any  railroad 
or  part  of  any  railroad  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  must  not  in  any  case  exceed  the 
maximum  fares  as  established  by  section  2673,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1S89, 
whether  such  fares  be  paid  upon  the  trains  or  at  the  ticket  office  of  said  railroads. 

Please  look  into  the  matter  and  inform  the  Board  of  your  action  regarding  it. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 
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June  7 — The  following  letter  was  received  in  reply  : 

Keokuk,  Ia.,  June  6,  1893. 
Hon.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  W.  Corns.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Our  Mr.  A.  C.  Goodrich,  General  Manager  of  this  company,  hands 
me  your  letter  of  the  3lst  inst.  regarding  a  rule  in  force  on  our  line  charging"  10c 
extra  for  cash  fares  paid  on  the  train,  where  the  passenger  paying  same  had  rea- 
sonable opportunity  to  purchase  ticket  and  neglected  to  do  so.  We  have  such  a 
rule  in  force,  and  believe  we  have  the  legal  right  to  enforce  it.  We  believe  it  de- 
cidedly to  the  interest  of  our  company  as  well  as  the  traveling  public  to  enforce 
such  a  rule.  There  can  be  no  doubt  but  that  a  considerable  per  cent  of  the  money 
is  lost  by  payment  of  cash  fares  on  the  train.  This  of  necessity  adds  to  the  cost  of 
the  transportation,  which  cost  ought  not  to  be  paid  by  the  persons  willing  to  buy 
tickets.  A  very  large  number  of  traveling  salesmen  will  never  buy  a  ticket  if 
they  can  pay  on  the  train.  Judge  Turner,  in  the  Scotland  county  circuit  court,  on 
a  full  argument  of  this  question,  held  our  rule  to  be  legal ;  and  while  we  are  very 
desirous  of  being  in  full  accord  with  the  views  of  your  honorable  Board,  we  feel 
warranted  in  asking  the  right  to  enforce  the  rule.  Of  course  I  shall  be  glad  to  hear 
further  from  you.    With  great  respect,  I  am  yours  truly, 

F.  T.  Hughes,  Pres.  and  Gen.  Counsel. 

June  8— The  following  was  written  Mr.  Hughes: 

*  *  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  are  satis- 
fied as  to  the  legality  of  their  order  made  May  12,  1890,  as  follows  :<<**** 
The  Commissioners,  after  due  consideration  of  the  matter,  hereby  order  and 
direct  that  the  fares  charged  and  collected  for  the  transportation  of  passengers 
over  any  railroad,  or  part  of  any  railroad,  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  must  not,  in 
any  case,  exceed  the  maximum  fares  as  established  by  section  2673,  Revised  Stat- 
utes of  Missouri,  18S9,  whether  such  fares  be  paid  upon  the  trains  or  at  the  ticket 
offices  of  raid  railroads."  The  Commissioners  recommend,  and  will  expect,  a  com- 
pliance with  the  said  order,  by  the  Keokuk  &  Western  R.  R.  Co.,  within  the 
State  of  Missouri." 

June  15— The  following  was  received  from  Mr.  Hughes: 

Keokuk,  Ia.,  June  14,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Sec.  R.  R.  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo  : 

Dear  sir— It  is  our  intention  to  so  modify  our  order  in  regard  to  excess  fares 
when  paid  on  trains,  so  as  to  avoid  conflict  with  your  order  of  May  12,  1890. 

Yours  truly, 

F.  T.  Hughes,  Pres. 

June  17 — The  following  was  received  from  Mr.  Hughes  : 

Keokuk,  Ia.,  June  16,  1893. 
Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— For  the  purpose  of  conforming  our  rates  to  your  order  of  May  12, 
1890.  we  have  withcalled  that  part;of  our  rule  which  we  understand  conflicts  with 
your  order.  I  desire,  however,  to  call  the  attention  of  your  honorable  Board  to  a 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Pennsylvania,  made  in  1890,  probably  after  the 
order  of  your  Commissioners  was  made,  which  you  will  find  reported  in  the  132 
Penn.  State  422,  and  also  in  Vol.  41,  page  31,  Amer.  and  Eng.  R.  R.  Cases,  which, 
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it  seems  to  me,  clearly  decides  that  a  charge  of  ten  cents  extra  where  the  passenger 
has  the  opportunity  to  purchase  a  ticket  but  neglects  to  do  so  before  entering  the 
car,  is  not  part  of  the  charge  for. "  transportation  "  of  the  passenger,  as  provided 
in  section  2673  of  your  code  of  1889.  I  believe  the  following  language  from  a  Ken- 
tucky case,  reported  in  2G  Amer.  and  Eng.  R.  R.  Cases,  258,  expresses  what,  the 
Board  should  endeavor  to  do :  "  Reasonable  regulations  looking  to  these  ends 
should  be  upheld,  because  the  security  of  the  4  traveling  public '  and  interest  of 
the  railroads  so  require." 

Trusting  you  will  consider  this  letter  no  criticism  upon  the  order,  but  to  sug- 
gest, as  far  as  we  can,  what  seems  to  us  as  wise  railroad  legislation, 

Yours  truly, 

F.  T.  Hughes,  President. 

November  7 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  F.  T.  Hughes,  Presi- 
dent K.  &  W.  R.  R.  Co. : 

Complaint  is  made  tolhis  office  that  passengers  paying  fare  upon  trains  on  the 
line  of  the  Keokuk  and  Western  railroad  in  Missouri  are  required  to  pay  ten  cents 
in  addition  to  the  regular  fare.  This,  if  true,  is  in  direct  opposition  to  the  ruling 
and  order  of  the  Commissioners,  copies  of  which  were  mailed  you  Please  state  if 
the  regulation  requiring  the  payment  of  an  additional  amount  where  fares  are  paid 
on  train  is  still  in  force  on  the  Keokuk  &  Western  R.  R. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

In  reply  to  which  the  following  was  received  November  20 : 

Keokuk,  Ia.,  Nov.  16,  1893. 
J  as.  Harding,  Sec'y  R,  R  &  W.  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  am  in  receipt  of  your  communication  7th  inst.  I  should  have 
answered  before,  but  absence  prevented. 

I  enclose  our  rule  as  to  ticket  and  cash  fares.  Our  road  belongs  to  class  "  C," 
and,  as  we  understand,  we  are  allowed  to  charge  four  cents  per  mile.  We  charge 
three  cents  when  ticket  is  purchased  before  entering  cars,  and  otherwise  four. 
This  we  do  when  distance  is  five  miles  and  not  over  ten,  by  requiring  five  cents 
extra  when  fare  is  paid  on  train.  If  distance  is  ten  miles  or  over  we  charge  ten 
cents  extra  for  train  fare.  It  seems  to  us  this  is  not  in  violation  of  your  former 
order,  which  only  forbade  the  statutory  limits  in  any  case,  as  we  read  it.  We  hope 
this  explanation  and  our  rule  will  meet  with  your  approval. 

Yours  truly, 

F.  T.  Hughes,  President  K.  &  W. 

Keokuk,  1a.  June  15, 1893. 

To  Conductors: 

In  order  to  conform  to  a  rule  made  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Mis- 
souri, we  make  the  following  changes  in  our  cash  fare  rates  between  points  within 
the  state.  No  rates  should  be  collected  exceeding  four  cents  per  mile.  A  frac- 
tion of  a  mile  should  always  be  counted  as  a  whole  mile.  If  the  distance  between 
stations  is  2.1  miles,  we  collect  for  three  miles.  For  distances  of  eigh  t  miles 
and  under,  collect  live  cents  in  excess  ot  ticket  rate,  except  that  the  rate  between 
Clark  City  and  Kahoka,  Medill  and  Ashton,  and  Granger  and  Arbela,  will  be  the 
same  on  the  train  as  at  the  ticket  office.  I  give  below  a  list  of  changes  that  this 
will  make  from  the  present  tarill  : 
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Between  And  Distance.    Tkt.  rate  as     Cash  rate. 

per  tariff. 

Alexandria  Way  land...     8 

Wayland  Clark  City   6 

*'   Kahoka   8 

Clark  City   "    2 

 Medill   6 

"   Ashton    6 

Kahoka  Medill   4 

"   A6hton   6 

Medill   •«    2 

"   Luray   5 

A6hton   "    4 

X,uray    Granger   6 

"   Arbela   8 

Granger   «■    3 

Memphis  Crawford   6 

Grawford   Downing   5 

Lancaster  Glen  wood  Jet   4 

■Glenwood  Jet    Giunn   6 

J.  F.  Eider,  A.  G.  P.  A. 

Nov.  22 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Hughes  : 

*   *   *   *   *   I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  approve  your 

<3.  P.  O.  No.  1G2,  dated  June  16,  1893,  the  same  being,  in  their  judgment,  legal  as 

well  as  reasonable. 
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Nov.  4 — The  following  was  received,  on  which  a  part  of  foregoing 
correspondence  was  had : 

St.  Louis,  Nov.  3,  1893. 
Railroad  Commissioners  State  of  Missouri,  Jefferson  City  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— If  I  am  correctly  informed,  there  has  been  a  ruling  made  by  you 
as  the  Railroad  Commissioners  in  this  State,  whereby  no  railroad  company  within 
the  State  can  compel  a  passenger  to  purchase  a  ticket  before  entering  the  cars  ; 
neither  can  they  collect  more  than  the  regular  fare  where  the  money  is  tendered  on 
the  train. 

There  have  baen  several  complaints  made  to  me  lately  by  some  of  our  mem- 
bers, who  state  that  some  of  the  railroad  companies  compel  them  to  purchase 
tickets,  also  that  they  are  compelled  to  pay  more  than  the  regular;fare  when  paying 
cash  on  the  trains. 

Enclosed  letter  was  received  by  our  secretary  several  days  since  from  one  of 
our  members,  which  gives  you  the  names  of  two  different  railroads  who  are  not 
complying  with  the  law.  If  you  wish,  I  can  furnish  you  with  other  letters  similar 
to  the  enclosed. 

Cannot  something  be  done  to  stop  this  imposition  on  the  traveling  public  ? 
By  replying  to  the  above  at  once  you  will  greatly  oblige, 

Yours  respectfully, 

C.  H.  WlCKARD, 

Pres.  Mo.  Div.  T.  P.  A, 

Answered  November  7,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that;  the  Commisioners'  ruling  is,  as 
you  have  been  informed,  that  the  collection  of  any  more  than  regular  fare,  when 
fare  is  paid  on  trains,  is  illegal.  The  attention  of  the  Keokuk  &  Western  manage- 
ment will  be  called  at  ones  to  the  order  of  the  Board  in  this  regard. 
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As  regards  train  gates  on  the  'Chicago  &  Alton  lines  in  this  State,  the  Com- 
missioners  have  suspended  ^their  order  pending  a  hearing  of  the  matter,  which 
hearing  will  be  had  at  their  office  in  this  city  on  the  28th  of  November  inst.,  at  10 
o'clock  a.  m. 

March  3,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Chillicothe,  Mo.,  March  1,  1894. 

State  Mo.  E.  K.  Com.: 

Gentlemen— I  enclose  cash  fare  receipt  for  85  cts.,  the  railroad  fare  charged 
from  Brookfleld  to  Chillicothe— 26  miles.  This,  the  conductor  said,  was  regular 
ticket  fare.  If  I  am  rightly  informed,  the  State  of  Missouri  allows,  on  the  H.  &  St. 
Jo.,  three  cents  per.  mile  to  be  charged,  and  exact  change  made,  which  would  be 
78  cts.  Another  traveler,  who  had  a  mileage  book,  had  only  26  miles  torn  out  for  the 
same  ride.  I  would  respectfully  suggest  that  you  get  a  ticket  schedule  of  the  Bur- 
lington route,  and  check  it  up.  Very  respectfully, 

Care  Shrall  &  Lowrie,  Jamestown,  Mo.  A.  B.  Antis. 

Answered,  March  6,  as  follows : 

*  *  *  *  The  law  provides  that  on  railroads  in  class  "A,"  in  which  is  in- 
cluded the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  R.  R.,  the  charges  for  the  transportation  of  pas- 
sengers shall  not  exceed  three  cents  per  mile.  The  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  Rail- 
road Company,  however,  claims  exemption  from  the  operation  of  the  law  regulat- 
ing charges,  by  reason  of  the  provisions  of^its  charter.  This  claim  has  never  been 
decided  by  the  courts.  It  has  been  the  understanding  in  this  office  for  some  years 
past,  that  the  charges  on  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  railroad  did  not  exceed  the 
statutory  rates.  The  matter  of  which  you  complain  will  be  referred  to  the  H.  & 
St.  J.  general  office. 

March  8 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  D.  O.  Ives,  Gen.  Pass. 
Agent  H.  &  St.  Joseph  R.  R.,  etc.  (letter  of  Mr.  Antis  enclosed)  : 

I  am  instructed  to  call  your  attention  to  the  enclosed  letter,  received  today, 
and  to  request  that  you  explain  why  passenger  rates  charged  on  the  Hannibal  & 
St,  Joseph  railroad  exceed  the  statute  maximum  rate  of  three  cents  per  mile. 

March  14 — The  following  letter  was  received  in  replyato  above  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  March  9, 1894. 
James  Harding,  Esq.,  Sec'y  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Dept.,  State  of  Missouri,  Jef- 
ferson City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  have  referred  your  letter  of  March  8th  to  Mr.  W.  C.  Brown,  our 
General  Manager,  by  whose  authority  these  rates  were  made. 

Yours  truly, 

D.  O.  Ives. 

March  6 — The  following  letter  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  March  5,  1894. 

Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City: 

Dear  Sirs— The  St.  Louis,  Kansas  City  &  Colorado  railroad  charge  13  cents  fare 
from  Clayton,  St.  Louis  county,  to  Forsyth  station  on  their  road  ;  the  distance  does 
not  exceed  three  miles.  Is  this  not  a  violation  of  the  law  ?  I  enclose  a  cash  receipt- 
as  evidence.  Yours  truly, 

H.  Armstrong. 
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Answered  as  follows,  March  7 : 

*  *  *  *  This  road,  being  in  classs  "  C,"  is  allowed  by  law  to  charge  four 
cents  per  mile  for  the  transportation  of  passengers.  Any  charge  in  excess  of  the 
rate  prescribed  is  illegal. 

March  17 — The  following  was  received: 

Glenwood,  Mo..  March  15, 1S94. 
Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— Enclosed  I  hand  you  two  conductor's  receipts  for  cash  fare  paid 
on  the  train  today.  One  of  these  was  given  me,  as  you  will  notice  from  punch- 
marks,  from  DowniDg,  Mo.,  to  Lancaster,  Mo.— 10  miles.  You  will  notice  they 
punched  out  40  cents,  or  four  cents  a  mile.  The  other  is  from  Lancaster  to  Glen- 
wood Junction,  three  miles,  and  you  will  notice  he  punched  out  15  cents,  which  is 
five  cents  a  mile.  How  is  it  under  our  present  laws?  Can  they  do  this?  Have 
they  any  special  charter,  by  which  they  can  do  this?  My  understanding,  our  law 
says  three  cents  per  mile.  I  send  you  these  receipts  and  write  this  to  learn  why 
this  is.  L  have  had  to  do  this  more  than  once  on  this  K.  &  W.  railway,  but  on  no 
other  except  branches  and  on  the  St.  L.  &  H.  railway,  which  has  no  beginning  or 
ending. 

1  am  a  traveling  man  for  a  St.  Louis  house ;  been  on  the  road  nearly  20  years. 
Have  lived  and  do  now  live  at  Mexico,  Mo.,  for  17  years. 

I  will  be  pleased  to  hear  from  you  at  your  earliest  convenience  on  this  matter, 
as  it  is  the  desire  of  many  to  know  if  they  have  any  legal  right  to  this  extra  10  per 
cent,  as  they  call  it.  Yours  very  truly, 

E.  B.  Keath. 

Answered  as  follows,  March  19: 

*  *  *  *  The  Keokuk  <fc  Western  railroad  has  always  been  classified  by  the 
Commissioners  as  being  in  class  "C,"  and  entitled,  therefore,  under  the  law,  to 
charge  four  cents  per  mile  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  ;  but  any  charge  in 
excess  of  that  amount,  whether  paid  on  trains  or  at  ticket  offices,  is  in  violation  of 
law. 

March  26 — The  following  was  received  : 

Hartford,  Conn.,  March  24,  1894. 
James  Harding,  Secretary,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— Kindly  inform  me  whether  there  is  a  statute  law  in  Missouri  pro- 
hibiting conductors  from  charging  excess  for  cash  fares  paid  on  trains. 

Yours  truly, 

W.  W.  Jacobs,  Trustee. 

Answered  March  26,  as  follows-: 

*  *  *  *  *  Railroads  in  Missouri  are  bylaw  divided  in  classes  A,  Band 
C.  Section  2673,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889,  provides  that  on  roads  in 
class  A,  not  exceeding  three  cents  per  mile,  and  on  roads  in  classes  B  and  C,  not 
exceeding  four  cents  per  mile  can  be  charged  for  transportation  of  passengers. 
Above  rates  can  not  be  exceeded  in  the  collection  of  cash  fares  on  trains.  Enclosed 
you  will  And  order  of  Commissioners  regarding  the'matter.  Copy  of  the  16th  an- 
nual report  of  this  Board  Is  mailed  you  herewith,  in  which,  on  page  243,  you  will 
find  statute  regarding  passenger  fares. 
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April  4 — The  following  was  received  : 

Hartford,  Conn.,  April  2,  1894. 
James  Harding,  Secretary,  etc.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  duly  received  your  valu€d  favor  of  the  26th  ultima  and  in  due 
time  the  16th  annual  report  of  your  Railroad  Commissioners.  1  had  not  anticipated 
you  would  give  me  so  much  valuable  information,  but  you  seemed  to  have  In  a 
measure  anticipated  my  wants,  and  the  copy  of  the  order  of  the  Commissioners,, 
under  date  of  May  12, 1890,  is  right  to  the  point.  There  are,  however,  some  further 
inquiries  to  make,  and  perhaps  you  can  as  well  give  me  the  information  as  for  me 
to  write  to  a  general  passenger  agent  of  some  road  in  your  State. 

When  the  railroad  companies  were  in  the  habit  of  charging  excess  fare  for 
passage  paid  on  trains,  did  the  conductors  give  a  duplex  ticket,  such  as  is  used 
here  in  the  east,  to  enable  the  passenger  to  get  refund  of  his  excess  by  presenting 
a  part  of  the  duplex  to  any  agent  of  the  company,  so  that  finally  his  fare  would 
have  cost  him  no  more  than  if  paid  at  station  ? 

On  page  88  of  your  report,  you  refer  to  a  letter  from  Judge  Trimble,  relating 
to  excess  fares,  "stating  that  application  will  be  made  to  the  next  General  Assem- 
bly to  have  the  regulation  complained  of  legalized."  Do  you  know  whether  the 
matter  came  up  at  the  next  session  of  the  Legislature,  and  what  action  was  taken? 

Yours  truly, 

W.  W.  Jacobs. 

Answered  April  5,  as  follows  : 

*****  jn  cages  where  fares  were  paid  on  trains,  it  was  and  is  the 
rule  on  several  of  our  railroads  for  the  conductor  to  give  a  duplex  ticket,  but  not 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  passenger  to  get  a  refund  of  any  portion  of  amount 
paid.  The  additional  charge  made  on  trains  was  for  the  purpose  of  inducing 
passengers  to  purchase  tickets  before  entering  the  cars.  The  matter  referred  to  in 
letter  of  Judge  Trimble  was  not  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Legislature. 

1  mail  you  herewith  copies  of  the  17th  and  18th  annual  reports  of  this  Board. 

April  1L — The  following  was  received: 

Hartford,  Conn  ,  April  7,  1891. 
James  Harding,  Secretary,  Jefferson  City.  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir — I  am  in  receipt  of  your  valued  favor  of  the  5th  inst ,  also  copy  of  the 
17th  and  18th  annual  report  of  your  Board. 

Will  the  order  of  your  Commissioners,  under  date  of  May  12,  1890,  copy  of 
which  was  received  in  your  favor  of  March  26,  last,  prevent  a  railroad  company^ 
from  charging  an  excess  fare  when  cash  fares  are  paid  to  conductors,  if  a  duplex 
ticket  is  issued,  that  togbe  presented  to  any  agent  of  the  company,  who  will  refund 
the  excess.  This  is  substantially  the  question  I  intended  to  ask  in  my  letter  of  the 
2d  inst.  I  regret  that  1  should  trouble  you  so  much,  but  the  object  of  my  inquiries 
is  to  get  information  as  to  the  true  situation,  in  order  to  see  whether  our  road 
cannot  adopt  my  favorite  method  for  charging  excess  fares,  as  is  largely  done  in  the 
east.  It  would  to  a  certain  extent  check  up  irregularities  of  conductors.  Our 
roads  in  the  east  as  a  rule  charge  rive  cents  extra  for  cash  fares  paid  to  conductors; 
and  the  passenger  is  at  the  end  of  the  route  refunded  the  excess ;  and  as  a  part  of 
the  duplex  ticket  goes  to  the  auditor,  it  is  a  very  important  check  on  conductors. 

Yours  truly, 

W.  W.  Jacobs,  Trustee. 
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Answered  April  11,  as  follows  : 

*****  The  matter  of  collection  of  fares  on  trains  in  manner  as  sug- 
gested by  you,  giving  rebate  equal  to  excess  collected  above  regular  fare  where 
duplex  ticket  was  presented  by  passengers,  was  considered  by  this  Board  in  1890, 
and  the  practice  of  the  Kansas  City,  Fort  Scott  &  Memphis  Railroad  Company, 
as  shown  on  page  87  of  16th  annual  report,  third  to  ninth  lines  inclusive,  was 
approved,  but  it  was  deemed  unlawful  to  collect  any  amount  in  excess  of  statute 
rates.  The  Board  did  not  consider  the  regulation  requiring  the  collection  of  an 
additional  amount  when  fares  were  paid  on  trains  as  an  unreasonable  one,  but 
their  opinion  was  that  under  the  law,  having  no  discretion,  they  could  not  ap- 
prove it. 

June  26 — The  following  letter  was  received  : 

Sorrell,  Mo  ,  June  23, 1894. 

Commissioner  of  Railroads,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Would  like  a  little  information  with  regard  to  the  rights  of  railroad  companies 
in  raising  the  fare  from  three  to  four  cents  per  mile. 

1  have  been  told  by  several  who  know  what  thev  are  talking  about,  that  the 
Q.,  O.  &  K.  C.  company  have  raised  their  rates  to  four  cents  per  mile.  Have  they 
any  right  to  do  so? 

Find  enclosed  a  stamp  for  answer.  Yours  truly, 

P.  D.  Warner. 

Matter  was  referred  to  Amos  Green,  agent  for  trnstees  Quincy, 

Omaha  &  Kansas  City  R'y,  June  26  : 

I  am  instructed  to  call  your  attention  to  the  enclosed  copy  of  a  letter  received 
today,  and  request  that  you  explain  why  passenger  rates  charged  on  the  Q.,  O.  & 
K.  C.  R.  R.  exceed  the  statute  maximum  rate  of  three  cents  per  mile. 

June  29 — Reply  was  received  as  follows : 

Quincy,  111.,  June  28, 1894. 
Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 
Dear  Sir— In  reply  to  your  valued  favor  of  26th  inst. ,  1  beg  to  state  that  where 
passengers  elect  to  buy  their  tickets  of  our  agents,  we  have  no  four  cent  per  mile 
passenger  rate  on  this  road,  except  between  near-by  stations,  distant  four  to  six 
miles  apart. 

The  facts  are  that  on  20th  ulto.  the  trustees  in  possession  of  this  railway,  in 
accordance  with  sections  2672  and  2673  of  the  R.  S.  of  Missouri,  gave  effect  to  a 
passenger  tariff  based  on  four  cents  per  mile,  to  be  charged  such  passengers  only 
as  persisted  in  'paying  their  fares  on  our  trains.  All  other  passengers  buying  tick- 
ets at  our  offices  were  to  be  and  are  charged  ftve  cents  less  than  four  cents  per  mile 
when  the  amount  is  over  25  cents  and  under  65  cents,  and  10  cents  less  when  the 
amount  is  over  65  cents.  To  a  passenger,  therefore,  riding  an  average  distance  in 
Missouri,  say  22  miles,  the  rate  is  only  three  and  one-half  cents  per  mile  for  an  un- 
limited first-class  ticket.  Further  than  this,  in  the  preparation  of  our  last  tariff, 
our  traffic  department  took  no  cognizance  of  the  bridge  arbitrary  at  Quincy;  and 
instead  of  figuring  at  four  cents  per  mile  for  all  points  to  and  from  West  Quincy, 
and  adding  20  cents  arbitrary  to  make  the  Quincy  rates,  as  probably  should  have 
been  done,  the  rates  were  made  on  mileage  to  and  from  Quincy  direct.  Deducting 
our  arbitrary  for  the  Mississippi  river  bridge  between  Quincy  and  West  Quincy, 
passengers  from  May  wood  to  Quincy  pay  less  than  two  cents  per  mile,  from  Dur- 
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ham  and  Flicker  less  than  three  cents,  and  from  LaBelle,  distant  from  Quincy  32 
miles,  a  little  more  than  three  cents  per  mile.  Surely  this  is  not  unreasonable,  and 
cannot  work  a  hardship  on  our  patrons. 

If  our  rate  was  uniformly  more  than  three  cents  per  mile,  we  would  not  be 
alone  in  that  respect  in  Missouri.  I  am  reliably  informed  that  the  St.  Louis  & 
Hannibal  railroad  charges  four  cents  per  mile,  the  St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  & 
Ft.  Smith  railway  four  cents  per  mile,  and  the  Keokuk  &  Western  railway  three 
and  one-half  cents  per  mile  for  the  limited  tickets,  as  are  all  of  our  local  one-way 
tickets. 

It  is  the  aim,  I  can  assure  you,  of  our  trustees  to  do  everything  in  their  power 
that  will  aid  in  the  up-building  of  Missouri,  continguous  to  our  line,  as  they  be- 
lieve that  the  financial  prosperity  of  the  road  is  dependent  upon  the  individual 
successes  of  its  patrons.  With  the  change  in  our  passenger  tariff,  a  new  passenger 
service  was  inaugurated,  whereby  merchants  doing  business  along  the  road  could 
receive  their  morning  mail  at  a  reasonable  hour,  and  thus  keep  in  touch  with  the 
latest  market  transactions.  New  steel  rails  have  been  laid  as  fast  as  the  credit  of 
the  road  would  justify  ;  new  cross-ties  have  been  lavishly  bought  and  put  in  the 
track,  and  new  bridges  have  been  built  almost  in  advance  of  their  needs.  The 
road  has  not  paid  any  interest  for  some  years  to  its  bondholder,  but  rather  this 
has  been  done  by  the  trustees  in  the  hopes  that  the  future  will  rind  the  road  a  part 
of  a  trunk  line,  giving  to  Missouri  all  the  advantages  of  a  first-class  through  and 
competing  railroad. 

I  am  sure  the  complaint  of  Mr.  Warner  was  made  without  a  correct  under- 
standing of  the  facts  as  they  exist.  Very  respectfully  yours, 

Amos  Green,  Gen'l  Mgr. 


Action  of  Board  regarding  regulations  requiring  passengers  to  -purchase 
and  shozv  tickets  before  entering  cars,  and  use  of  train  gates. 

Sept.  23,  1893 — The  Board,  having  personal  knowledge,  and  also 
information  by  complaints,  verbal  and  otherwise,  of  a  regulation  in 
force  upon  the  lines  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  R.  R.  in  the  State,  whereby 
passengers  were  required  to  purchase  tickets  before  entering  cars,  and 
also  of  the  use  of  the  gates  on  the  platforms  of  passenger  cars  to  the 
inconvenience  of  passengers,  made  the  following  order : 

CrTY  op  Jefferson,  Sept,  26,  1893. 
In  the  matter  of  regulation  in  force  on  the  lines  of  Chicago  &  Alton  R.  R.  in  this 
State,  requiring  passengers  at  way  stations  to  purchase  and  show  their  tickets 
before  entering  cars. 

It  has  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Commissioners  that  a  regulation  is  in 
force  at  way-stations  on  the  line  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad  in  this  State,  by 
which  passengers  are  required  to  purchase  tickets  and  show  the  same  to  gate- 
keepers before  entering  the  cars.  Said  regulation  is,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
missioners, unnecessary  and  unreasonable,  and  greatly  to  the  discomfort  and  incon- 
venience of  the  public. 

The  regulation  referred  to  also  largely  increases  the  chances  of  Herious  acci- 
dent to  passenger  trains,  for  the  reason  that,  in  consequence  of  delay  caused  at 
way-stations  by  time  consumed  in  examining  tickets,  trains  are  obliged  to  run  at  a 
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greatly  increased  rate  of  speed  in  order  to  make  their  schedule  time.  In  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Commissioners,  any  person  desiring  to  travel  upon  any  railroad  line 
in  this  State  is  entitled  to  do  so,  provided  he  paj  s  his  fare,  whether  such  fare  be 
paid  at  ticket  offices  or  upon  trains,  and  any  regulation  to  the  contrary  is  unlawful. 

The  Commissioners,  therefore,  order  that,  within  10  days  after  the  receipt  by 
any  proper  officer  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Kailroad  Company,  the  aforesaid  regula- 
tion be  rescinded,  and  that  passengers  at  way-stations  be  allowed  to  enter  the  cars 
with  or  without  tickets. 

The  Commissioners  further  order  that  the  foregoing  be  made  general  in  its 
application  to  all  railroads  within  the  State  of  Missouri. 

By  order  of  the  Kailroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

T.  J.  Hennessey,  Chairman. 

September  26,  1893— The  following  letter  was  written  C.  H.  Chap- 
pell,  Gen.  Manager  C.  &  A.  R.  JR.,  enclosing  order  as  above : 

J  enclose  herewith  copy  or  order  of  the  Board  of  Commissioners  made  on  26th 
inst.,  regarding  regulation  in  force  on  your  lines  in  this  State,  requiring  passengers 
at  way  stations  to  purchase  tickets  and  show  same  before  entering  the  cars;  and 
also  copy  of  approval  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  application  of  the  Salt  Fork  Coal 
Mining  Company  for  a  spur  track  connection  with  your  line  at  their  mine,  about 
one-half  mile  east  of  Corder,  Lafayette  county. 

October  2,  1893 — The  following  reply  was  received: 

Chicago,  III.,  September  29,  1893. 
Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  &  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— I  have  your  favor  of  September  26th,  enclosing  copy  of  the  order  of 
the  Board,  regarding  regulations  in  force  on  our  line  in  the  State  of  Missouri  re- 
quiring passengers  at  our  stations  to  purchase  tickets,  and  show  the  same  before 
entering  the  cars. 

In  reply,  I  beg  to  say,  the  officers  of  this  company  are  very  much  surprised 
indeed  that  your  honorable  Commission  should  issue  such  an  order  as  this,  without 
giving  us  a  hearing.  You  certainly  could  not  have  all  the  facts  before  you  when 
such  an  order  was  promulgated. 

The  rule  requiring  passengers  to  purchase  tickets,  and  show  the  same  to  gate- 
men  before  entering  the  cars,  is  the  universal  rule  in  all  foreign  countries.  It  is  the 
Tule  at  most  of  the  Union  depots  in  this  country,  and  the  courts  have  decided  that 
such  a  rule  is  reasonable,  and  have  upheld  the  same. 

The  statement  that  the  regulation  referred  to  increases  the  chances  of  serious 
accidents  to  passenger  trains  is  wholly  a  mistake.  There  is  no  delay  whatever,  by 
reason  of  this  system.  The  trains  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  R.  R.  that  have  this 
gate  system  in  operation,  have  not  been  delayed  one  minute  by  reason  of  such  regu- 
lation. On  the  contrary,  it  greatly  adds  to  the  safety  of  the  train  and  its  passen- 
gers, by  enabling  the  conductor  to  have  more  time  to  study  his  time-card  read  his 
orders,  and  know  absolutely  what  his  rights  are. 

It  prevents  passengers  from  alighting  from  a  train  before  it  has  fully  stopped 
at  a  station,  and  also  greatly  enhances  the  safety  of  passengers  by  preventing  them 
from  getting  off  the  train  on  the  wrong  side  and  in  front  of  trains  that  may  be 
operating  on  side-tracks. 

It  also  prevents  passengers  from  falling  or  being  blown  off  when  passing  from 
one  car  to  another. 
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It  also  prevents  passengers  from  getting  onto  the  wrong  trains  and  being  car- 
ried to  wrong  destinations,  and  is  in  every  way  a  great  improvement  upon  the  old 
method  of  handling  passengers. 

All  of  these  facts  could  have  easily  been  proven  before  your  honorable  Board, 
had  we  been  allowed  an  opportunity  for  hearing. 

The  officers  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Co.  are  extremely  anxious  to 
carry  out  all  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Missouri  and  the  orders  of  its  Commission- 
era  that  are  founded  upon  justice,  right  and  the  law,  but  our  General  Solicitor  has 
been  unable  to  find  any  Jaw  that  confers  '.upon  your  honorable  body  the  necessary 
authority  to  issue  the  order  referred  to 

Will  you  kindly  refer  us,  for  the  assistance  of  our  legal  department,  to  the 
authority  upon  which  your  order  is  based. 

.With  great  respect,  £  am  Yours  very  truly, 

C.  H.  Chappell,  General  Manager. 

October  17,  1893 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Chappell : 

*  *  *  *  *  [  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners,  having  had 
personal  observation  of  the  manner  in  which  your  rule  is  enforced,  believed  they 
had  all  the  information  needed  regarding  it,  and  made  their  order  upon  their  own 
motion— their  opinion,  based  upon  personal  experience,  being  that  the  regulation 
was  unnecessary  and  working  a  hardship  and  great  inconvenience  upon  the  public. 

They  do  not  desire,  however,  to  take  arbitrary  action  in  this  or  any  other 
case,  and  should  you  desire,  are  willing,  before  proceeding  further,  to  suspend  their 
order  of  the  26th  ult.,  pending  a  hearing  of  the  matter  above  referred  to,  which 
hearing  they  will  appoint;  for  such  early  date  as  may  best  suit  your  convenience. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

October  24,  L893 — The  following  was  received  : 

Chicago,  III.  Oct.  23,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Esq.,  Sec.  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  beg  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  favor  of  October  17,  in  reply 
to  mine  regarding  the  recent  order  of  the  Missouri  Commissioners  in  relation  to 
our  gate  system,  and  would  very  mcch  like  to  have  the  order  suspended  until  a  full 
hearing  can  be  had. 

Our  General  Solicitor  is  very  busy  just  now  with  several  important  cases  in 
the  courts,  which  will  make  it  impossible  for  him  to  attend  to  this  matter  for  some 
little  time.  Very  truly, 

C.  H.  Chappell, 

General  Manager. 

October  30,  1893 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Chappell : 

The  Commissioners  today  suspended  for  thirty  (30)  days  their  order  of  the 
26th  of  September  last,  relating  to  your  regulation  requiring  passengers  to  pur- 
chase and  show  their  tickets  before  entering  the  cars,  and  have  appointed  a  hearing 
of  the  matter  to  be  held  at  their  office  in  Jefferson  City,  Mo:,  on  Tuesday,  Nov.  7, 
at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Following  reply  was  received  Nov.  3: 

Chicago,  III.,  Nov.  2,  1893. 
Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  &  Warehouse  Department,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  have  your  favor  of  October  30th,  giving  notice  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  suspendad  for  thirty  days  their  order  of  September  26th  last,  relative 
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to  our  regulation  requiring  passengers  to  purchase  and  show  tickets  before  enter- 
ing the  cars,  and  had  appointed  a  hearing  in  the  matter,  to  be  held  in  their  office 
at  Jefferson  City,  on  Tuesday,  November  7,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

I  regret  to  say  that  our  General  Solicitor  is  absent  from  the  city  and  I  cannot 
consult  him  as  to  just  when  he  can  give  his  time  to  this  matter,  but  I  am  very  sure 
that  he  cannot  do  so  on  the  date  named  by  the  Commissioners. 

Tne  date  referred  to  is  election  day  in  Illinois,  and  none  of  our  people  would 
care  to  be  away  at  that  time.  I  aleo  have  important  meetings  in  Chicago  for  that 
date,  and  ic  will  be  almost  impossible  for  me  to  be  there. 

As  Bvon  as  Mr.  Brown  returns,  I  will  consult  him  and  advise  you  further  as  to 
the  earliest  date  that  we  can  present  the  matter.  It  will  require  a  little  time  to  get 
up  statistics  and  other  evidence  that  we  desire  to  submit,  and  I  trust  the  Commis- 
sion will  see  their  way  to  extend  this  suspension  of  the  order  for  sixty  days  instead 
of  thirty,  to  give  us  ample  time  to  get  our  evidence  together. 

Yours  truly, 

C.  H.  Chappell, 

General  Manager. 

November  3 — Mr.  Chappell  was  notified  that  date  of  hearing  had 
been  postponed  to  Nov.  28,  1893. 

Nov.  6 — The  following  was  received  : 

Chicago,  III.,  Nov.  4,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Esq.,  Sec.  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Com.,  Jeflerson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  have  your  telegram  of  November  S,  stating  that  November  28, 
instead  of  November  7,  has  been  set  for  hearing  in  the  case  of  our  gate  system  in 
Missouri . 

This  is  entirely  satisfactory  to  us,  and  we  will  try  and  be  ready  by  that  time. 

Very  truly, 

C.  H.  Chappell, 

General  Manager. 

Hearing  was  had  as  appointed,  Nov.  28,  1893,  at  office  of  Commis- 
sioners, Jefferson,  Mo. 

Proceedings  were  as  follows : 

Jefferson  Ciiy,  Mo.,  Nov.  28, 1893. 

At  a  hearing  before  the  Kailroad  Commissioners  of  Missouri  in 
regard  to  the  gate  system  in  use  on  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad  in 
Missouri,  the  following  proceedings  were  had  : 

Present  —  The  Chairman,  Mr.  Hennessey,  and  Commissioners 
Hickman  and  Cowgill,  and  Attorney-General  Walker,  and  William 
Brown,  General  Solicitor,  on  behalf  of  the  railroad  company. 

Mr.  Hennessey — I  call  the  Board  to  order,  gentlemen. 

This  meeting  was  called  by  request  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Bail- 
road  Company,  upon  an  order  made  by  the  Board  on  September  26,  in 
regard  to  a  certain  regulation  that  is  in  force  on  their  road,  and  they 
take  exceptions  to  our  order.  The  Board  is  ready  to  hear  from  the 
railroad  gentlemen.  If  they  have  any  reasons  to  present  why  this 
order  should  not  be  made  permanent,  we  are  ready  to  hear  them. 
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Mr.  Brown — Mr.  Chairman,  I  represent  the  law  department  of  the 
Alton  road.  We  are  ready  to  take  up  the  question  whenever  it  pleases 
the  Commission,  according  to  such  form  as  the  Attorney-General  may 
suggest.  We  are  ready  to  proceed.  Whatever  order  he  may  prefer 
we  will  adapt  ourselves  to. 

Mr.  Walker — I  presume  as  this  order  is  made  and  entered  of 
record  in  this  office  and  is  suspended  at  your  instance,  the  best  way 
would  be  for  you  to  proceed  with  your  presentation  of  the  facts  and 
any  law  in  regard  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  Brown — The  order  having  been  made,  it  is  an  accomplished 
fact.  The  railroad  company  is  asking  the  Commission  to  revoke  that 
order,  and  it  is  to  the  reason  therefor  we  shall  address  ourselves.  I 
will  now  read  what  I  understood  to  be  the  order,  and  then  present  our 
objections  to  the  continuance  of  the  order : 

In  the  matter  of  regulation  in  force  on  lines  of  Chicago  &  Alton  R.  R.  in  this  State 
requiring  passengers  at  way  stations  to  purchase  and  show  their  tickets  before 
entering  cars. 

it  has  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Commissioners  that  a  regulation  is  in 
force  at  way  stations  on  the  line  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad  in  this  State,  by 
which  passengers  are  required  to  purchase  tickets  and  show  the  same  to  gate- 
keepers before  entering  the  cars.  Said  regulation  is,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
missioners, unnecessary  and  unreasonable,  and  greatly  to  the  discomfort  and  incon- 
venience of  the  public. 

The  regulation  referred  to  also  largely  increases  the  chances  of  serious  acci- 
dent to  passenger  trains,  for  the  reason  that  in  consequence  of  delay  caused  at  way 
stations  by  time  consumed  in  examining  tickets,  trains  are  obliged  to  run  at  a 
greatly  increased  rate  of  speed  in  order  to  make  their  schedule  time.  In  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Commissioners,  any  person  desiring  to  travel  upon  anj  railroad  line  in 
this  State  is  entitled  to  do  eo,  provided  he  pays  his  fare,  whether  such  fare  be  paid 
at  ticket  offices  or  upon  the  trains,  and  any  regulation  to  the  contrary  is  unlawful. 

The  Commissioners,  therefore,  order  that  within  10  days  after  the  receipt 
hereof  by  any  proper  officer  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Company,  the  afore- 
said regulation  be  rescinded,  and  that  passengers  at  way  stations  be  allowed  to 
enter  the  cars  with  or  without  tickets. 

The  Commissioners  further  order  that  the  foregoing  be  made  general  in  its 
application  to  all  railroads  within  the  State  of  Missouri. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

(Signed)  T.  J.  Hennessey,  Chairman. 

Mr.  Brown — This  order  was  sent  out  under  the  seal  of  the  Com- 
sion.  Now,  if  it  please  the  Commission,  I  first  propose  to  address 
myself  to  this  conclusion  of  the  Commission:  "In  the  judgment  of 
the  Commissioners,  any  person  desiring  to  travel  upon  any  railroad 
line  in  this  State  is  entitled  to  do  so,  provided  he  pays  his  fare,  whether 
such  fare  be  paid  at  ticket  offices  or  upon  the  trains,  and  any  regula- 
tion to  the  contrary  is  unlawful." 
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There  are  two  elements  upon  which  the  Commissioners  have  based 
their  conclusions  in  this  case  to  make  the  order.  The  first  is  the  ab- 
sence of  power  upon  the  part  of  the  railroad  company  to  make  the 
regulation  complained  of.  The  second  is  inconvenience  and  jeopardy 
to  passengers — the  supposed  inconvenience  in  entering  cars,  and  the 
danger  attendant  upon  an  increased  rate  of  speed  between  way  sta- 
tions. 

First,  as  to  the  power — but  I  want  to  say  that  we  are  indebted  to 
the  courtesy  of  the  Commission  for  an  opportunity  of  being  here,  and 
I  wish  to  thank  you  gentlemen  for  this  opportunity,  on  behalf  of  the 
company,  for  I  assure  you  we  appreciate  it. 

Fundamentally,  and  as  applied  to  all  public  institutions,  the  custom 
of  demanding  and  receiving  the  fare  before  the  enjoyment  of  the  privi- 
leges of  any  public  engagement  or  entertainment  is  conceded  upon  all 
hands,  and  there  has  never  been  a  dispute  about  it.  And  I  assume  the 
law  of  this  State,  and  the  law  of  every  other  state  which  has  passed 
upon  it,  where  it  has  been  before  them,  have  decided  that  requiring 
the  payment  of  the  fare  in  advance  is  reasonable,  and  therefore  a  legal 
regulation.  Irrespective  of  that,  the  charter  of  this  company  is  the 
fundamental  law  from  which  it  derives  all  its  powers.  That  being  the 
fundamental  law,  I  will  respectfully  call  the  attention  of  the  Commis- 
sion to  the  act  to  incorporate  the  Louisiana  &  Missouri  River  railroad, 
approved  March  23,  1868.  The  first  section  of  this  act,  after  providing 
for  the  incorporation  of  the  railroad  company,  concludes  with  this 
statement  of  authority/after  enumerating  the  powers  they  have  :  "and 
may  sell,  convey  or  mortgage  the  same,  and  may  make  by-laws  and 
regulations  not  repugnant  to  the  laws  or  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  or  of  this  State,  and  shall  have  and  exercise  all  the  powers 
that  may  be  necessary  and  proper  to  carry  into  effect  the  purposes  of 
this  act." 

Now,  I  apprehend  there  is  nothing  in  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  or  in  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  that  is 
antagonistic  to  the  right  of  the  common  carrier,  or  any  person  engaged 
in  traffic  for  revenue,  to  demand  and  have  their  fares  in  such  manner 
as  they  may  deem  expedient.    That  is  the  first  section  of  that  act. 

Now  section  12  of  the  act  gives  similar  powers:  "  And  in  general, 
adopt  all  such  measures  and  acts  as  will  be  best  calculated  to  promote 
the  prosperity  and  interest  of  said  company.'7 

I  take  it  to  be  unquestionably  the  law  that  where  that  power  is 
vested  in  a  corporation,  it  is  the  determining  authority  as  to  what  is 
best  calculated,  and  what  measures  are  most  conducive  to  promote  the 
prosperity  and  interests  of  said  company — remembering  that  railroads 
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are  not  built  for  fan  or  pleasure,  and  they  are  not  eleemosynary  insti- 
tutions altogether.    The  object  is  to  make  money. 
Section  18  contains  this  power : 

The  company  hereby  incorporated  shall  commence  the  construction  of  said 
road  within  ten  years  after  the  passage  of  this  act,  and  shall  complete  the  same 
within  twenty  yeftrs  thereafter,  and  shall  have  power  to  use,  manage,  control  and 
enjoy  the  same;  shall  determine  the  manner,  terms  and  conditions  on  which  mer- 
chandise, passengers  and  property  shall  be  transported,  and  shall  construct  and 
keep  such  turnouts,  gates,  bridges,  culverts,  houses,  depots,  warehouses  and  other 
buildings,  machinery  and  fixtures,  as  may  be  necessary  to  the  completion  and 
operation  of  the  road.  The  said  corporation  may  take  and  transfer  upon  said  rail- 
road any  person  or  persons,  merchandise  or  other  property,  by  the  force  and  power 
of  steam  or  animals,  or  any  combination  of  them,  and  the  directors  are  hereby 
authorized  and  empowered  to  make  all  necessary  rules,  by-laws,  regulations  and 
ordinances  that  they  may  deem  necessary  and  expedient  to  accomplish  the  designs 
and  purposes,  and  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  this  act,  and  for  the  transfer 
and  assignment  of  its  stock,  which  is  hereby  declared  personal  property,  and  trans- 
ferable in  such  manner  as  shall  be  provided  for  by  the  by-laws  and  ordinances  of 
such  corporation. 

Manifestly,  that  means  all  power  to  control,  manage  and  enjoy  the 
same,  subject  to  just  and  proper  public  supervision  only  ;  and  that  the 
Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Company  has  never  denied.  They,  the  cor- 
porators, should  have  power  to  determine  the  manner  and  terms  upon 
which  merchandise,  passengers  and  property  shall  be  transported.  I 
apprehend  that  power  has  never  been  called  to  the  attention  of  the 
Commissioners.  It  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  general  statutes,  but  it  is 
in  the  statute  creating  the  road.  "  They  shall  construct  and  keep  such 
turnouts,  gates,  bridges,  culverts^houses,  depots,  warehouses  and  other 
buildings,  machinery  and  fixtures  as  may  be  necessary  to  the  comple- 
tion and  operation  of  the  road.  The  said  corporation  may  take  and 
transfer  upon  said  railroad  any  person  or  persons,  merchandise  or 
other  property,  by  the  force  and  ] power  of  steam  or  animals,  or  any 
combination  of  them,  and  the  directors  are  hereby  authorized  and  em- 
powered to  make  all  necessary  rules,  by  laws,  regulations  and  ordinances 
that  they  may  deem  necessary  and  expedient  to  accomplish  the  design 
and  purposes  and  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  this  act,"  etc. 

Section  23  is  as  follows : 

All  the  powers  and  privileges  herein  conferred  upon  the  board  of  directors, 
in  connection  with  the  main  line  of  said  road,  alull  likewise  be  exercised  and  en- 
joyed fully  in  the  construction  of  the  branch  road  herein  provided  for,  and  the  same 
shall  be  constructed,  operated  and  managed  in  all  respects  in  the  same  manner. 

Now,  I  shall  be  obliged  if  the  Commissioners  or  the  Attorney- 
General — I  am  not  so  conversant  with  the  statutes  of  Missouri  as  other 
gentlemen  present,  and  not  so  much  so  as  I  should  be,  perhaps,  but  I 
have  looked  at  the  act  creating  the  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse 
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Commissioners — will  point  out  to  me  any  statute  giving  power  to  this 
Board  to  make  the  order  in  question.  It  is  unknown  to  common  law. 
Therefore,  all  powers  of  the  Board  are  to  be  found  expressed  in  this 
statute.  That  being  the  case,  having  looked  into  the  statute  relating 
to  railroad  commissioners,  I  find  no  power  therein  expressly  given  to 
make  such  an  order  as  this  Board  has  herein  made,  and  in  Ithe  law  or 
charter  of  this  company  we  find  words  granting  expressly  the  powers 
herein  exercised,  and  which  they  are  exercising,  and  which  they  have 
independent^  this  statute.  Under  the  common  law,  which  has  been 
adopted  by  the  State  of  Missouri  as  a  part  of  the  body  of  the  law  of 
the  State,  we  claim  the  right,  with  all  due  respect  to  the  Board,  and 
not  in  a  spirit  of  captious  criticism,  but  in  a  spirit  of  candor  and  firm- 
ness, we  claim  the  common  law,  as  well  as  the  charter,  gives  this  spe- 
cial power,  and  it  has  been  exercised  ever  since  common  carriers  have 
been  in  existence. 

We  claim  the  right  to  collect  its  revenues,  and  to  collect  these  reve- 
nues with  a  due  regard  for  the  rights  of  the  people  and  our  patrons. 
The  railroad  company  recognizes,  just  as  fully  as  this  Board  can  pos- 
sibly recognize,  that  it  is  necessary  to  the  successful  operation  of  a 
road  that  it  shall  be  operated  in  a  manner  conducive  to  the  public  wel- 
fare and  in  accordance  with  the  tastes  of  its  patrons.  This  railroad 
seeks  to  cater  to  the  tastes  and  wishes  of  its  patrons  so  far  as  it  can, 
acting  with  safety  to  its  revenues ;  for  revenue,  gentlemen,  is  abso- 
lutely essential.  We  are  asked,  and  it  is  expected,  and  it  has  been  the 
endeavor  of  this  company,  to  make  it  the  best.  In  all  things  which 
conduce  to  the  safety  of  the  traveling  public  and  its  welfare,  money 
has  not  stood  in  the  way  of  this  corporation.  It  has  expended  it  as 
liberally  as  any  road  can,  consistent  with  its  obligations  to  its  share- 
holders. That  accounts  for  the  fact  that  today,  standing  almost  soli- 
tary and  alone,  that  railroad  is  paying  to  its  shareholders  a  return  on 
their  money.  And  it  is  only  by  the  adoption  of  such  rules  as  this  that 
it  is  enabled  to  do  it.  And  for  the  Commission,  without  perhaps  in- 
vestigating the  question  as  fully  as  the  managers  of  this  railroad  must 
do  before  they  adopt  a  rule — for  it  to  put  in  force  this  order,  we  say  is 
in  conflict  with  the  rights  of  the  company,  and  detrimentally  affects  its 
revenues,  and  detrimentally  affects  its  power  to  take  care  of  passengers. 

It  is  a  fact  that  in  the  15  years  last  past  no  passenger  has  been 
killed  on  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad  through  the  instrumentality  of 
the  company.  It  has  been  avoided  by  the  adoption  of  just  such  ex- 
pensive regulations  as  this.  Passengers  have  been  killed  on  the  Chi- 
cago &  Alton  railroad.  We  find  that  four  passengers  have  been  killed 
within  that  time.    One  was  killed  by  getting  out  of  his  sleeping  berth 
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in  his  sleep,  and  walking,  as  we  suppose,  off  the  platform.  His  life 
would  have  beeh  saved  by  the  use  of  these  gates.  The  other  passen- 
ger walked  off  in  passing  between  the  cars,  or  fell  off.  Their  lives 
would  also  have  been  saved  by  the  use  of  the  gates.  Another  stepped 
off  before  the  train  reached  the  depot  station,  and  was  killed.  These 
accidents  were  not  caused,  as  you  can  see,  through  the  instrumentality 
of  the  company.  That  there  may  be  no  misapprehension,  there  were 
four  persons  killed  at  Jacksonville — a  freight  train  on  the  Wabash  hav- 
ing run  into  our  train  at  Jacksonville.  A  majority  of  the  claims  made 
by  passengers  for  injuries  resulting  to  them  whilst  in  the  cars  of  the 
company  have  resulted  from  an  attempt  or  endeavor  to  get  upon  the 
railroad  train  after  it  has  started,  or  in  getting  off'  before  it  has  stopped. 
It  seems  to  be  an  element  of  human  nature  that  as  soon  as  a  station  is 
called  everybody  gets  up.  Every  man,  woman  and  child  wants  to  be 
the  first  to  get  off,  and  I  presume  it  will  be  so  for  all  time.  That  is  one 
of  the  things  with  which  we  have  to  deal. 

We  say  it  is  a  mistaken  idea  that  there  is  any  danger  in  running  at 
a  high  rate  of  speed  between  stations.  Railroads  are  constructed  for 
a  high  rate  of  speed,  the  public  demand  it,  and  I  notice  by  the  morning 
papers  that  a  train  has  been  put  on  the  Wabash  to  make  the  run  between 
St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City  in  seven  hours. 

The  next  element :  We  insist,  and  we  shall  show  to  you  by  the 
operatives  of  this  road,  that  this  regulation  itself  conduces  to  the  safety 
of  the  passengers  (which  should  be  the  first  consideration  of  the  man- 
agers ). 

The  next  element — revenue.  We  must  have  revenue.  It  is  con- 
ducive to  the  orderly  collection  of  its  revenues,  and  the  receipt  of  the 
revenues  after  collection,  by  the  representatives  of  the  company. 

I  make  no  assault  upon  conductors.  I  have  no  desire  to  attack 
them.  I  presume  they  are  as  honest  as  any  other  class  of  men,  and 
what  I  have  to  say  must  not  be  taken  as  a  reflection  upon  them.  But 
there  are  those  amongst  them,  as  in  all  professions  and  orders  of  busi- 
ness, who  are  not  honest.  Some  are  honest  and  some  are  not,  which 
endangers  the  collection  of  the  reventfe.  It  is  a  check  on  the  ticket 
agent.  And  when  men  are  in  the  management  of  properties  involving 
millions  and  millions  of  dollars,  which  does  not  belong  to  them,  which 
is  not  their  property  to  give  or  to  destroy,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  super- 
intendent, directors  and  managers  and  subordinate  officials  of  the  com- 
pany to  see  that  the  revenues  are  collected  and  applied  to  the  proper 
uses  of  the  railroad.  That  is  another  prime  purpose  of  this  movement 
— to  see  that  such  checks  and  balances  are  put  on  employes  as  that 
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they  shall  turn  into  the  coffers  of  this  company  all  of  the  money  col- 
lected. 

Then  to  collect — we  are  running  trains  between  stations  here. 
There  is  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  some  people — we  all  know  it — to 
evade  the  payment  of  the  fare  to  a  railroad  company,  who  would  scorn 
to  take  advantage  of  any  other  corporation  or  business.  It  is  not  to 
a  very  great  extent,  but  notwithstanding,  it  exists.  A  desire  on  their 
part  to  evade  the  payment  of  fare,  and  a  desire  upon  the  part  of  the 
railroad  company  that  they  shall  pay  their  fare,  brings  about  the 
natural  consequence — a  conflict.  This  rule  enables  the  railroad  com- 
pany to  sell  its  tickets  to  passengers,  and  it  insures  to  the  passenger, 
when  he  has  bought  his  ticket  and  is  seated  in  the  train,  an  absence 
from  all  care.  In  going  between  stations,  sometimes  it  is  absolutely 
impossible  for  a  conductor  to  get  through  the  train  and  collect  the 
fares. 

Mr.  Hennessey — Is  not  the  conductor  required  to  take  up  the 
ticket  that  is  purchased  at  the  station  ? 

Mr.  Brown — Assuming  that  he  must  take  up  the  tickets,  the  gate- 
keeper punches  the  ticket  and  the  conductor  goes  through  and  takes 
it  up.  It  does  not  take  one-fourth  the  time  that  it  takes  to  collect 
fares.  The  collection  of  fares  involves  the  inquiry  by  the  conductor, 
"Where  are  you  going  F  The  passenger  says  so  and  so.  The  con- 
ductor then  tells  him  the  fare,  and  in  very  many  instances  he  will  have 
a  wrangle  with  the  passenger  as  to  what  is  the  proper  fare.  At  all 
events,  the  making  of  the  change  is  an  element  which  consumes  more 
time  than  you  would  imagine.  Even  if  the  person  has  the  exact  change, 
the  conductor  has  to  wait  for  him  to  get  it  out  and  hand  it  to  him;  in 
that  way  it  consumes  more  time.  To  meet  that  we  have  brought  here 
operatives  of  this  road,  those  who  have  had  experience  as  conductors  ; 
we  bring  the  brakemen,  and  all  classes  of  the  operatives  here,  so  that 
you  may  have  their  practical  experience  and  their  judgment.  We  also 
bring  from  among  those  who  have  been  using  this  road,  passengers, 
that  you  may  have  their  experience  and  judgment  in  regard  to  the 
matter. 

Now,  I  have  in  my  own  mind  stations  in  Illinois  where  the  con- 
ductor could  not  possibly  get  through  and  collect  the  fares.  The  result 
is,  it  is  a  clear  loss  to  the  railroad  company.  The  physical  condition  of 
the  road,  at  different  places,  makes  that  more  or  less  important  to  be 
considered  by  the  Commission — matters  which  the  Commission  can- 
not possibly  know  of,  except  in  a  very  general  way. 
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These  are  the  elements  upon  which  we  respectfully  base  our  ap- 
plication to  revoke  this  order.  I  have  made  the  collection  of  some 
authorities.  I  will  furnish  the  Attorney-General  with  a  copy  of  them  : 
"  Rules  and  regulations — As  private  corporations  aggregate,  railroad 
companies  have  the  implied  authority,  as  incident  to  their  corporate 
character  and  purposes,  to  make  and  enforce  all  reasonable  rules  and 
regulations" — 

Mr.  Hennessey — We  claim  this  is  an  unreasonable  regulation. 

Mr.  Brown — That  is  a  very  important  suggestion.  Will  the  Com- 
mission or  Attorney-General  call  my  attention  to  any  authority  which 
gives  the  Commission  the  power  to  determine  that  judicial  question? 

Mr.  Hennessey — We  may  not  be  able  to  determine  it  and  be  satis- 
fied in  our  own  minds.  We  can  carry  it  up  to  where  it  can  be  decided 
in  the  higher  courts. 

Mr.  Brown — I  address  myself  to  that  very  point.  The  Railroad 
Commission,  like  any  other  organized  body,  has  certain  defined  powers 
and  authority,  and  can  exercise  none  other.  We  want  to  meet  the 
Railroad  Commission  in  all  things  possible,  and  have  their  assistance 
and  co-operation  in  the  operation  of  the  road,  but  at  the  same  time, 
ask  the  Commission  if  they  are  prepared  to  make  an  order  which  is 
not  authorized  by  statute  which  created  them.  The  railroad  company 
itself  has  the  power  to  determine  whether  it  is  a  reasonable  regulation, 
and  as  to  that,  it  is  subordinated  only  to  the  courts. 

Rules  and  regulations — As  private  corporations  aggregate,  railroad  companies 
have  the  implied  authority,  as  incident  to  their  corporate  character  and  purposes, 
to  make  and  enforce  all  reasonable  rules  and  regulations  for  the  transaction  and 
conducting  of  their  business,  which,  in  their  judgment,  may  be  necessary  for  the 
successful,  convenient  and  safe  conduct  thereof.  Their  business  implies  a  degree 
of  authority  almost  absolute  in  the  management,  conducting  and  controlling  their 
trains,  and  the  persons  thereon,  as  necessary  for  their  common  safety,  and  to  pro- 
tect themselves  from  imposition  and  wrong. 

Among  these  matters  of  control  are  the  manner,  terms  and  time  of  passengers 
entering  upon  the  cars;  the  conditions  of  good  conduct  upon  which  they  may  re- 
main and  be  carried  thereon  ;  the  manner  and  place  of  procuring  tickets,  of  paying 
fare ;  the  evidences  thereof  required  to  be  shown  to  the  conductors  in  charge  of 
trains ;  that  passengers  be  seated  in  the  cars,  and  abstain  from  all  boisterous  and 
disorderly  conduct,  and  from  all  acts  which  may  obstruct  the  conductors  and  per- 
sons in  charge  of  trains,  in  the  discharge  of  their  respective  duties.  (Korcron 
Railroads,  Vol.  1,  p.  227,  Sec.  2. 

In  Hibbard  vs.  the  New  York  &  Erie  Railroad  Company,  a  regula- 
tion made  by  a  railroad  corporation  which  required  a  passenger  to  ex- 
hibit his  ticket  whenever  requested  by  the  conductor,  and  directing 
the  ejection  from  the  cars  of  those  who  should  refuse  to  do  so,  was 
held  to  be  a  reasonable  and  proper  one,  and  that  the  passenger  was 
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bound  to  conform  to  such  regulation,  and  forfeited  his  right  to  be  car- 
ried further  by  his  refusal  to  comply  with  it. 

This  was  a  case  where  the  plaintiff  proved  the  purchase  of  a  ticket, 
and  its  exhibition  to  the  conductor  once,  and  perhaps  twice,  after  the 
train  had  started,  between  the  point  where  he  got  on  the  train  and  his 
destination  ;  and  on  another  occasion,  when  the  conductor  called  upon 
the  plaintiff  to  again  exhibit  his  ticket,  he  refused  to  do  so,  and  he  was 
then  informed  by  the  conductor  that  unless  he  showed  his  ticket  or 
paid  his  fare,  the  train  would  be  stopped  and  he  would  be  put  off.  The 
plaintiff  replied  that  he  had  shown  his  ticket  and  should  not  do  it 
again.  Whereupon  the  train  was  stopped  and  the  conductor  caused 
the  plaintiff  to  be  forcibly  put  off. 

The  Court — It  was  proved  that  the  defendant's  company  had  established  a 
regulation  by  which  passengers  were  required  to  exhibit  their  tickets,  when  re- 
quested to  do  so  by  the  conductor,  and  that  in  case  of  refusal  they  might  be  removed 
from  the  cars.  If  this  was  a  reasonable  regulation  the  plaintiff  was  bound  to  sub- 
mit to  it,  or  he  forfeited  his  right  to  be  carried  any  further  on  the  road.  In  my 
opinion  the  rule  was  reasonable  and  proper,  and  in  no  way  oppressive  or  vexatious". 
In  the  first  place,  it  was  easy  to  be  complied  with.  The  railroad  ticket  is  a  small 
slip  of  paper  or  paste-board,  which  may  be  conveniently  carried  about  the  person  ; 
and  it  involves  no  conceivable  trouble  for  the  passenger,  when  called  upon  at  his 
seat  by  the  conductor,  to  exhibit  it  to  him .  Then  no  one  can  question  but  that 
this  or  some  similar  arrangement  is  absolutely  necessary  for  the  company,  unless 
they  are  willing  to  transport  passengers  free.  A  train  of  railroad  cars  frequently 
contains  several  hundred  passengers,  a  portion  of  them  constantly  changing  as  the 
train  passes  stations  where  persons  are  received  and  discharged.  The  tickets, 
which  are  given  as  evidence  of  the  payment  of  fare,  are  of  as  many  different  kinds 
as  there  are  stopping  places  on  the  road— 3ach  being  for  the  distance  or  to  the 
place  for  which  the  passenger  has  paid  his  fare. 

The  conductor  must  necessarily  be  a  stranger  to  all  or  a  large  portion  of  his 
passengers.  Unless  he  is  allowed  a  sight  of  these  evidences  of  the  payment  of 
fare  whenever  he  may  require  it,  he  is  exposed  to  the  chance  of  carrying  the  holder 
of  them  beyond  the  place  to  which  he  is  paid,  or  of  carrying  persons  who  have  not 
paid  at  all.  If  the  conductor  is  not  allowed  to  ascertain  whether  a  passenger  who 
has  obtained  a  ticket  still  keeps  it,  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  its  being  given  to 
another  passenger  who  has  not  procured  one,  and  thus  serving  as  a  passport  for 
several  passengers.  Kut  it  is  argued  that  if  the  ticket  has  been  once  shown  to  a 
eonductor,  the  passenger  cannot  reasonably  be  required  to  exhibit  it  a  second  time. 
If  the  duty  of  showing  it  were  at  all  difficult  or  arduous,  it  might  be  a  question 
whether  the  company  would  not  be  bound  to  devise  some  easier  arrangement;  or 
if  it  was  possible  that  the  memory  and  other  faculties  of  persons  employed  as  con- 
ductors could  be  so  cultivated  that  they  could  know  and  remember  the  persons  of 
several  hundred  people  upon  seeing  them  for  the  first  time,  and  could,  moreover, 
retain  the  recollection  of  the  terms  of  the  several  tickets  held  by  them  upon  their 
being  once  shown,  it  might  be  considered  unreasonable  to  require  a  second  exhibi- 
tion of  a  ticket  in  any  case.  As  this  degree  of  perfection  is  unattainable  in  the 
present  condition  of  mankind,  I  am  of  opinion  that  it  was  lawful  for  this  railroad 
•company  to  require  that  persons  engaging  passage  in  its  cars  should  show  their 
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tickets  by  the  company's  servants  intrusted  with  that  duty,  upon  pain  of  being 
left  to  travel  the  remaining  distance  in  some  other  way  in  case  of  refusal. 

Hibbard  vs.  N.  Y.  &  E.  R.  R.,  15  N.  Y.  458. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  Illinois,  in  the  case  of  the  Chicago,  Bur- 
lington &  Quincy  Railroad  Company  against  Parks,  says  : 

Nor  do  we  think  it  unreasonable  or  unjust  that  the  company  should  charge 
more  for  passengers  who  neglect  to  get  tickets,  and  in  consequence,  compel  the 
conductor  to  collect  their  fares  in  the  cars.  This  is  but  a  reasonable  penalty  for 
the  neglect  of  the  passengers,  and  a  just  compensation  to  the  company  for  the  ad- 
ditional inconvenience  to  which  they  are  subjected  by  being  compelled  to  receive 
the  fare  by  the  hands  of  the  conductor.  That  it  is  sensibly  and  appreciably  more  to 
the  advantage  of  the  company  to  have  their  fares  paid  to  their  station  agents,  who 
issue  tickets  therefor,  than  to  their  conductors,  our  common  observation  has  con- 
vinced us. 

'  C,  B.  &  Q.  R.  R.  Co.  vs.  Parks,  18  HI.  465. 

The  case  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Company  against  Flagg 
was  an  action  brought  by  the  appellee  for  wrongfully  expelling  him 
from  one  of  the  appellant's  trains.  He  entered  a  caboose  car  attached 
to  a  freight  train  without  a  ticket. 

The  Court  say  : 

It  is  urged  that  the  company  must  have  the  power  to  make  reasonable  rules 
for  the  government  of  its  trains.  Undoubtedly,  and  if  a  company  deem  it  advisa- 
ble to  require  tickets  to  be  purchased  before  taking  passage  on  certain  classes  of 
trains,  its  authority  to  do  so  must  be  conceded.  If  its  rule3  in  this  respect  are 
knowingly  disregarded,  a  passenger  may  be  required  to  leave  the  train  at  any  regu- 
lar station;  but  only  at  such  stations  as  decided  in  the  C,  B.  &  Q.  R.  R.  vs. 
Parks,  18  111.  465.  The  willful  neglect  to  comply  with  the  rules  in  this  matter 
would  be  like  a  refusal  to  pay  the  fare,  and  could  place  the  passenger  in  no  worse 
position. 

C.  &  A.  R.  R.  Co.  vs.  Flagg,  43  111.  366. 

Mr.  Brown — These  are  the  considerations  and  authorities,  con- 
sidered with  the  charter  powers,  which  induce  me  to  ask,  with  all 
respect  to  this  Commission,  that  it  revoke  its  order  and  permit  the 
company,  without  any  conflict  with  the  Commission,  to  enforce  its  rule 
and  require  that  its  tickets  be  bought.  It  seems  to  me  and  to  the  rail- 
road management  that  there  can  be  no  legitimate  objection  to  it.  It  is 
no  more  trouble  for  a  man  to  buy  his  ticket  from  the  agent  than  to 
pay  his  fare  to  the  conductor.  It  is  conducive  to  the  safety  of  the 
passenger  in  general  to  do  so,  and  it  works  no  great  hardship. 

Mr.  Hennessey — You  probably  misunderstand  us.  We  do  not 
object  to  the  company  having  these  gates  or  building  any  other  kind 
of  cars  they  wish.  You  can  leave  them  ou.  We  do  claim  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  locked  so  that  passengers  can  not  open  them.  They 
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could  be  shut  and  not  locked.  They  would  then  be  a  protection  for 
a  passenger  in  going  from  car  to  car. 

Mr.  Brown — The  greatest  protection  in  that  is  in  keeping  pas- 
sengers from  being  injured  in  getting  on  and  off  the  cars.  You  know 
that  while  people  know  there  is  a  spice  of  danger,  that  is  the  very 
reason  they  want  to  go  between  the  cars.  T  am  glad  to  hear  that  the 
element  of  keeping  the  gates  is  eliminated  from  this  question. 

Mr.  Hennessey — We  claim  that  passengers  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
open  the  gates. 

Mr.  Brown — That  would  put  them  beyond  the  control  of  the  com- 
pany. A  passenger  throws  open  the  gates  and  leaves  them  open,  or 
does  not  fasten  them  securely,  and  jeopardizes  the  lives  of  other  pas- 
sengers.   That  would  be  more  hazardous  than  not  to  have  the  gates. 

Mr.  Hennessey — Yours  is  the  only  road  that  has  this  regulation  ! 

Mr.  Brown — Yes,  sir,  and  ours  is  the  only  road  that  has  the  Black- 
stone  coupler  and  many  other  improvements  necessary  to  the  first- 
-lass equipment  of  a  railroad. 

Mr.  Hennessey — Have  you  this  regulation  in  force  in  Illinois? 

Mr.  Brown — No,  sir;  this  is  experimental;  we  have  it  in  a  small 
part  of  Illinois.  If  it  is  found  to  be  unwise,  it  will  not  be  used.  It  is 
in  the  experimental  stage  as  yet.  That  is  one  objection  to  the  order, 
but  not  to  the  rule.  Befo're  the  light  which  experience  sheds  upon 
these  things,  we  are  ordered  to  take  them  off.  All  the  trains  in  this 
State  do  not  have  them.  It  has  been  conducive  to  the  welfare  of  the 
passenger  in  this  too :  The  wrong  train  is  continuously  taken.  You 
get  on  a  train  that  does  not  stop  at  a  station  you  want  to  go  to.  Then 
you  either  have  to  go  back  to  the  starting  point  and  begin  over  again, 
or  you  have  to  stay  all  night  or  all  day,  and  sometimes  all  night  and  all 
day  before  you  can  get  the  train  you  want.  This  purchasing  and  show- 
ing of  tickets  would  prevent  that,  for  if  it  was  not  your  train  you  were 
taking,  the  gate-keeper  would  not  let  you  in. 

Mr.  Walker — Thus  far  at  our  terminal  stations  we  have  no  closed 
entrances. 

Mr.  Brown — No,  sir,  but  you  will  have  them.  The  public  interest 
requires  it.  The  power  exists.  The  same  element  enters  into  it  at  way 
stations. 

Mr.  Walker — I  would  like  to  ask  a  question  for  information.  I 
suppose  your  company  issued  an  order  when  you  instituted  or  inau- 
guratedthe  system  of  gates  and  the  consequent  regulations  which 
followed.    What  is  that  rule  ?    Have  you  a  copy  of  it  ? 

Mr.  George  Charlton] — I  will  furnish  the  Attorney-General  with  a 
complete  set  of  these  regulations. 
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Mr.  Brown  — The  rule  is  this  :  Upon  these  way  trains  no  person 
shall  be  admitted  to  the  car  without  the  presentation  of  a  ticket,  or 
authority  to  enter  the  car.  It  simply  requires  that  a  person  going  to 
enter  the  train  shall  present  his  authority,  the  evidence  of  his  right  to 
enter. 

The  relation  of  passenger  and  carrier  begins  as  soon  as  a  man  goes 
in  good  faith  to  the  depot  and  purchases  a  ticket  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  passage,  but  not  before.  We  are  held  responsible  for  their  pro- 
perty, and  in  your  State  now  we  have  claims  pending  in  my  depart- 
ment for  baggage  being  stolen.  Men  get  off  at  a  station  and  leave 
their  baggage  in  a  seat  on  the  car,  and  when  they  come  back  it  is  gone. 
Yet  we  are  required  to  keep  'the  gate  so  that  anybody  can  go  in  there 
without  evidence  that  they  are  passengers.  There  are  more  claims  for 
loss  of  baggage  against  the  railroad  companies  by  reason  of  that  thing 
than  any  other  cause.  These  gates  and  rule  will  protect  them,  nobody 
being  admitted  until  he  is  a  passenger. 

Mr.  Hennessey — Do  you  ever  pay  for  baggage  lost  out  of  a  rail- 
road coach  ? 

Mr.  Brown — No,  sir  ;  but  we  have  lawsuits  over  it.  It  costs 
more  to  defend  the  suits  than  it  would  to  pay  for  the  baggage,  if  it 
was  not  for  the  principle  of  the  thing.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind — a 
gentleman  asked  me  today  about  this — whether  it  would  not  be  incon- 
venient for  a  man  comiijg  there  with  bis  family,  he  with  a  big  grip  in 
each  hand  and  bis  wife  with  a  baby  in  her  arms,  and  be  required  to 
stop,  set  down  his  grips  and  show  his  tickets,  with  probably  the  rain 
falling.  Then  it  is  an  inconvenience.  There  is  no  rule  which  can  be- 
made,  either  in  railroad  business  or  in  the  administration  of  any  work,, 
that  does  not  work  some  hardship  somewhere.  All  of  our  instrumen- 
talities are  human  and  imperfect.  The  gate-keepers  are  in  control  of 
the  train  while  at  the  station,  and  they  receive  the  tickets.  We  have 
other  employes — the  conductor,  brakemen  and  porter — and  we  shall 
insist  that  they  assist  these  people  in  getting  on  and  off  our  cars. 

Mr.  Hennessey — You  have  taken  the  porters  off  these  trains,  have 
you  not  ? 

Mr.  Brown — Some  of  them.  If  we  are  permitted  to  require  tickets,, 
these  other  men,  conductors  and  brakemen,  can  give  their  attention 
and  assistance  to  the  people.  If  a  train  is  crowded  and  there  is  no 
conductor  or  anybody  else  to  watch  the  thieves,  they  can  ply  their 
calling.  There  is  more  injury  done  a  railroad  company  by  these  little 
things  than  anything  else;  more  prejudice  by  reason  of  officers  beiug 
impolite  and  discourteous.  A  lady  asks  the  conductor,  t;  How  long 
until  we  get  to  the  next  station  V7    It  is  natural.    You  have  a  train  of 
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three  or  four  cars  tilled  with  passengers— the  next  station  only  a  few 
miles  away ;  can  he  stop  and  give  special  answers?  Could  either  one 
of  you  do  these  several  duties?  It  is  a  great  assistance.  Passengers 
could  have  some  one  well  informed  to  answer  these  questions.  With 
only  tickets  to  gather,  the  conductor  would  have  more  time  to  be 
courteous.  We  intend  to  have  some  one  on  the  train  with  them  to 
answer  these  questions  respectfully,  whether  nonsensical  or  other- 
wise. If  the  Commission  will  give  us  their  assistance,  we  expect  to 
answer  these  questions.  We  believe  it  is  conducive  to  the  public 
interest;  likewise  to  the  interest  of  the  company.  Whilst  we  do  not 
pretend  that  we  are  running  that  railroad  simply  for  love  of  the  peo- 
ple, we  do  say,  the  more  love  we  can  get  from  the  community,  the 
more  money  we  can  get. 

Mr.  Walker — Do  you  understand  the  rule  to  extend  to  this:  Sup- 
pose a  man  buys  a  ticket  at  Mexico  to  St.  Louis.  He  goes  to  the 
gate-keeper  and  the  gate  keeper  punches  his  ticket.  Before  the  con- 
ductor can  take  up  the  ticket  he  loses  it.  Now,  the  conductor  comes 
around  and  he  makes  that  statement  to  him.  Do  I  understand  your 
rule  to  authorize  that  man  put  off,  even  if  he  tenders  his  fare  ? 

Mr.  Brown — I  think  not.  I  have  never  heard  of  a  man  being  put 
off  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  who  tenders  his  fare.  He  would  not  be 
put  off. 

Mr.  Walker — But  the  law  would  extend  to  that,  if  it  required  him 
to  ha  ve  a  ticket  before  getting  on  ? 

Mr.  Brown — Such  a  case  has  never  arisen.  All  these  cases  will 
have  to  be  met  when  they  arise.  If  a  difficulty  of  that  sort  should 
arise  the  conductor  should  exercise  discretion.  Frequently  men  get  on 
our  trains  with  the  wrong  ticket.  We  do  everything  to  oblige  them. 
The  only  objection  we  have  had  from  anybody  about  this  matter  came 
from  a  traveling  man.  I  asked  him  what  his  objection  was,  and  he 
said,  when  I  come  to  get  on  the  car  I  can't  get  on  without  showing  my 
ticket.  I  said,  Is  there  any  trouble  in  showing  your  ticket?  He  said, 
well,  I  would  have  to  set  down  my  valises.  Suppose  he  had  to  set 
down  his  valises  :  That  is  not  any'great  hardship.  He  can  carry  the 
ticket  in  his  hand — make  preparation  for  it.  Ought  not  the  pubhVto  be 
willing  to  comply  with  any  reasonable  rule  ?  I  can't  see  why,  if  it  does 
work  a  slight  inconvenience  to  some  people,  that  that  is  an  objection. 
It  is  a  principle  of  law  that  the  company  shall  be  required  to  make 
needful  rules  and  regulations  for  its  use  and  the  general  good. 

Mr.  Hennessey — Your  conductors  do  take  up  some  fares  on  the 
train  ? 

Mr.  Brown — I  do  not  know. 
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Mr.  Hennessey — If  a  man  gets  on  without  a  ticket  and  pays  his 
fare,  you  don't  put  him  off? 

Mr.  Brown— No,  sir ;  we  do  not  put  anybody  off.  All  these  things 
that  we  think  of  so  readily  might  occur;  they  might  occur  occasion- 
ally, and  they  might  not  occur  in  a  year ;  but  the  great  fundamental 
principle  which  applies  to  it  is  our  legal  right  to  adopt  this  rule. 

Mr.  Hennessey — The  general  sentiment  over  there,  in  this  country 
through  which  your  road  runs,  is  entirely  against  this  regulation.  They 
claim  it  is  a  great  hardship. 

Mr.  Brown — I  have  seen  a  statement  in  the  paper  inviting  the 
people  to  come  before  the  Commission  and  lay  this  matter  before 
them.    They  have  not  come.    Where  are  the  complainers  ? 

Mr.  Hennessey — We  have  not  made  any  effort  to  have  anybody 
come  here,  except  in  one  or  two  cases.  We  have  complaints  filed, 
and  we  thought  if  they  wanted  to  come  we  would  like  to  have  them 
here.  I  think  myself  they  were  on  the  road  to  a  petition — getting  up 
a  petition — when  this  order  was  made,  and  it  was  stopped.  There  is 
great  dissatisfaction. 

Mr.  Brown — Among  what  class  of  people? 

Mr.  Hennessey — All  along  the  stations.  What  is  to  be  gained  by  it  f 

Mr.  Brown — Kevenue  first  and  the  safety  of  the  passengers  next 
— convenience  to  the  passengers  and  the  train. 

Mr.  Hennessey — That  is  a  bad  thing  to  get  out — that  the  people  in 
charge  of  your  passenger  trains  are  dishonest — 

Mr.  Brown — Who  said  it  ? 

Mr.  Hennessey — That  would  be  the  supposition. 

Mr.  Brown — I  disclaimed  in  my  statement  any  intention  of  that 
kind.  We  do  not  impute  to  the  conductors  on  our  lines  that  they  are 
any  more  dishonest  than  any  other  class  of  men.  I  said  they  were 
just  as  honest  as  any  class  of  men  that  could  be  found. 

Mr.  Hennessey — I  heard  a  man  in  Kansas  City  say  he  was  going 
to  hunt  another  road  where  they  had  honest  conductors.  He  would 
not  put  his  wife  and  children  on  a  train  where  there  was  not  honest 
conductors. 

Mr.  Brown — Where  is  that  man  ?  Why  is  he  not  here  %  No 
court,  no  public  officers,  no  Commission  should  be  governed  by  a  man 
who  stands  in  the  back-ground  and  says  these  things,  and  who  is 
afraid  to  come  out  in  the  open  light  of  day  and  meet  us. 

Mr.  Hennessey — I  am  just  telling  you  a  few  of  the  remarks  1  have 
heard. 
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Mr.  Brown — That  is  all  right.  I  am  glad  to  hear  them.  It  helps 
us  to  meet  the  case.  It  helps  us  to  make  these  needful  rules  and  regu- 
lations. 

Mr.  Hennessey — Are  you  not  discriminating? 

Mr.  Brown — We  do  not  intend  to  do  it.  « 

Mr.  Walker — You  endeavor  to  compel  everybody  who  becomes 
your  passenger  to  buy  a  ticket,  but  if  a  person  should  get  on  who  has 
not  a  ticket,  you  take  his  fare  and  go  on? 

Mr.  Brown — Our  rule  is  to  induce  everybody,  to  the  best  of  our 
ability,  to  buy  a  ticket. 

I  believe  that  is  all  I  have  to  say.  Gentlemen,  I  thank  you  for 
your  very  courteous  attention. 

Mr.  James  Charlton,  General  Passenger  Agent  of  the  Chicago  & 
Alton  railroad — Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the  Commission,  I 
beg  to  ask  for  your  forbearance  and  favorable  consideration  of  anything 
that  I  may  have  to  say  in  the  statement  which  I  am  about  to  make.  It 
is  more  as  to  the  manner  than  to  the  matter  of  my  statement,  that  I 
ask  your  forbearance,  and  I  hope  that  you  will  make  every  allowance 
for  me  in  consideration  of  my  lack  of  knowledge  of  the  forms  and 
procedure  of  this  and  other  courts.  I  have  seldom  appeared  as  a 
witness  in  any  court,  and  have  never  had  to  appear  in  the  way  in  which 
it  falls  to  my  lot  to  come  before  you  today.  I  quite  appreciate  the 
position  of  the  Commission,  and  have  the  utmost  respect  for  its  mem- 
bers and  their  high  office,  and  trust  to  say  nothing  from  which  anything 
else  can  be  inferred  ;  but  I  respectfully  and  sincerely  solicit  that  the 
Commission  make  every  allowance  for  me  in  consequence  of  the  unusual 
position  in  which  I  am  placed,  and  kindly  put  the  best  interpretation 
on  everything  I  may  say. 

For  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  century  officers  of  railway  companies 
in  the  United  States  and  Canada  have  tried  in  many  ways  to  discover 
the  best  methods  to  adopt  so  as  to  secure  that  all  passengers  shall  be 
provided  with  the  necessary  tickets  for  their  journeys  before  they  are 
permitted  to  board  trains,  the  object  being  to  lessen  in  this  way  the 
work  of  conductors  in  handling  cash,  keeping  records  and  making  re- 
turns of  the  same,  in  addition  to  their  other  duties  of  collecting  tickets 
and  attending  to  the  operation  of  their  trains.  So  burdensome  has 
this  work  of  cash  collections  become,  and  so  dangerous  because  of  its 
occupying  the  time  of  the  conductor  and  preventing  him  from  giving 
proper  attention  to  the  safety  of  his  train,  that  on  a  number  of  large 
railways,  collectors,  ticket  receivers,  or  train  agents,  have  been  added 
to  the  operating  forces  of  the  train  to  relieve  a  conductor  of  this  extra 
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duty,  aud  give  hioi  more  time  to  look  after  the  operation  of  his  train 
and  the  safety  of  his  passengers.  These  somewat  ancient  methods  of 
dealing  with  the  difficulty  are  more  expensive  and  less  effective,  both 
for  purposes  of  revenue  and  safety,  than  the  car-gate  system. 

I  shall  venture  to  assume,  throughout  what  I  have  to  say,  that  the 
railway  company  is  entitled  to  collect  its  rates  according  to  law,  and 
to  adopt  necessary  and  reasonable  means  to  that  end.  State  legisla- 
tion fixing  rates  of  fare  is  valueless  to  us,  and  is  "a  mockery,  a  delu- 
sion and  a  snare,"  if  we  are  to  be  prevented  from  making  reasonable 
regulations  which  will  enable  us  to  collect  these  fares.  If  we  cannot 
collect  the  revenue  to  which  we  are  entitled,  it  is  clear  that  we  shall 
be  unable  to  continue  to  pay  what  is  regarded  as  a  fair  schedule  of 
wages,  which  we  now  pay  to  the*large  number  of  employes  in  our  ser- 
vice. We  shall  be  unable  to  keep  our  road  and  equipment  in  proper 
condition.  We  now  claim  to  operate  the  best  and  most  safely  con- 
structed road  in  the  State,  and  with  train  equipments  at  least  equal,  if 
not  superior,  to  that  of  any  road  in  the  State.  I  submit  in  permitting 
the  railway  company  to  protect  its  revenue,  you  are  protecting  its  em- 
ployes, who  form  a  large,  respectable  and  influential  class  of  citizens 
in  your  State,  and  who  depend  upon  the  revenues  of  the  railway  for  a 
prompt,  reasonable  and  living  remuneration.  The  railway  and  its  em- 
ployes, the  latter  citizens  of  your  State,  are  entitled  to  this  protection 
at  your  hands. 

We  have  constructed  and  maintain  expensive  depots  and  a  large 
staff  to  whom  we  pay  wages  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  passengers  to 
purchase  tickets  and  get  their  baggage  checked.  It  is  unfair  to  make 
it  necessary,  and  almost  compulsory,  for  us  to  do  all  this,  and  then  to 
take  the  position  that  passengers  may  or  may  not,  at  their  own  option 
and  pleasure,  purchase  tickets.  The  loss  in  revenue  to  us  by  passen- 
gers failing  to  take  advantage  of  the  facilities  which  we  have  placed 
at  their  disposal,  and  the  regulations  which  we  have  made  for  the  pro- 
tection of  our  revenue,  is  most  serious.  Older,  abler  and  wiser  men 
than  I  am,  and  who  have  had  a  wider  experience,  and  exceptional  op- 
portunities for  obtaining  information,  which  I  have  not  had,  have 
stated  that  this  loss  on  a  road  like  the  Chicago  &  Alton  will  amount  to 
not  less,  in  any  case,  than  $100,000  per  year,  and  will  probably  not  ex- 
ceed, as  a  maximum,  $200,000  per  year.  This  is  too  large  a  loss  of 
revenue  for  us  to  be  compelled  to  incur.  If  we  are  to  maintain  the 
present  hi^h  condition  of  our  road,  equipment  and  service,  in  which  is 
involved  the  life  and  safety  of  citizens  of  your  State,  and  if  we  are  to 
continue  to  pay  fair  wages  to  our  employes,  citizens  of  your  State,  we 
ought  to  be  enabled,  and  it  is  only  just  to  enable  us,  to  carry  out  abso- 
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lately  necessary  and  reasonable  regulations  to  collect  all  the  revenue 
to  which  we  are  by  law  entitled.  The  welfare  of  your  citizens,  and  of 
your  State,  is  concerned  in  this,  as  we  pay  of  this  money  to  your 
citizens  and  they  expend  it  in  your  State,  and  its  circulation  is  a  large 
factor  in  the  comfort  of  your  citizens  and  the  prosperity  of  your  State. 
We  are  not  asking  this  for  the  purpose  of  paying  increased  dividends, 
which  we  know  to  be  almost  hopeless,  but  we  do  ask  it  so  as  to  raise 
sufficient  revenue  to  enable  us  to  pay  our  men,  who  are  your  citizens, 
fair  wages,  and  to  maintain  a  safe  and  good  railroad  in  your  State,  of 
which  we  and  you  may  be  justly  proud,  and  On  which  your  citizens 
can  travel  with  perfect  safety.  We  give  you,  at  regular  rates  and  no 
more,  cars  which  are  equal,  and  in  some  cases  superior,  to  cars  on 
Eastern  roads  for  which  such  roads  collect  an  extra  charge.  We  &ive 
you  cars  at  2  and  3  cents  per  mile  per  passenger  which  are  superior  in 
appearance,  comfort,  strength  and  safety  to  cars  in  Europe,  for  which  a 
charge  is  made  of  6  cents  per  mile  per  passenger,  and  these  European 
cars  are  devoid  of  the  conveniences  which  ours  possess. 

In  many  of  the  large  cities  throughout  the  United  States  and  Can- 
ada, the  depot  platforms  are  enclosed,  and  a  station  gate  system  is  in 
operation,  under  which  system  it  is  impossible  for  a  passenger  to  pass 
through  the  depot  gates  to  the  train  without  first  showing  his  ticket. 
It  has  been  found  impracticable  and  altogether  too  expensive  to  extend 
this  depot  gate  system  to  all  stations,  especially  to  small  stations  to 
and  from  which  travel  is  extremely  light.  In  many,  if  not  all  states, 
with  the  exception  of  Missouri,  the  local  legislatures,  appreciating  that 
it  is  necessary  for  the  safety  and  comfort  of  passengers,  and  the  proper 
protection  of  railway  reveuue,  have  legalized  an  extra  charge  to  pas- 
sengers who  neglect  to  provide  themselves  with  tickets  before  board- 
ing the  cars.  In  Europe  no  passenger  is  permitted  to  come  upon  the 
depot  platform  by  which  his  train  stands  without  first  showing  his 
transportation,  and  in  many  cases,  an  extra  and  further  precaution  is 
taken  in  requiring  the  passenger  to  produce  his  ticket  before  admit- 
tance is  had  to  the  cars.  That  is  to  say,  he  must  show  his  ticket  be- 
fore he  can  enter  on  the  enclosed  platform  at  which  his  train  stands, 
and  immediately  after  doing  that  he  is  in  many  cases  requested  to  show 
his  ticket  before  entering  the  car,  so  as  to  preclude  his  getting  on  the 
wrong  class  of  car.  He  must  also  surrender  his  ticket,  either  on  the 
train  or  after  completing  his  journey,  and  before  leaving  the  sta- 
tion premises  at  the  point  of  his  destination. 

In  continental  Europe  railroads  are  owned  in  very  many  cases 
by  the  government.  The  governments  of  continental  Europe,  like 
the  governments  of  the  United  States,  state  and  national,  exercise  the 
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utmost  strictness  in  collecting  revenue.  Many  of  these  railroads  are 
in  charge  of  a  force  which  may  be  described  as  military.  The  em- 
ployes are  in  uniform,  and  are  more  like  soldiers  than  civilians  Or  rail 
road  officials  such  as  we  see  in  this  country.  The  regulations  are 
more  burdensome,  and  even  irritating,  than  any  corporation  would 
think  of  formulating  and  attempting  to  enforce  in  this  country;  but 
these  governments,  regardless  of  the  convenience  of  their  passengers, 
who  are  also  their  citizens,  enforce  the  most  rigid  regulations  for  the 
collection  of  their  revenue — certainly  as  rigid  as  anything  that  the 
United  States  governments,  state  and  national,  have  done  in  the  col- 
lection of  taxes,  if  not  more  rigid.  If  the  United  States  government 
owned  the  railroads  of  this 'country,  and  that  may  possibly  come  to 
pass  some  day,  there  would  then  be  just  as  great  strictness  in  the  col- 
lection of  railway  revenue  as  there  is  in  continental  Europe,  and  as 
there  has  ever  been  in  this  country  in  the  collection  of  taxes.  We 
have  all  had  experience  of  how  annoying,  and  even  vexatious,  some 
regulations  for  the  collection  of  taxes  have  been  ;  but  there  is  no 
question  but  that  the  government  would  enforce,  and  the  people  would 
concur  in  such  regulations  being  carried  out,  in  order  that  the  govern- 
ment might  be  able  to  collect  all  its  railway  revenue;  and  the  people 
would  submit,  just  as  they  have  submitted,  and  still  submit,  to  regula- 
tions in  the  collection  of  taxes,  which  we  feel,  and  sometimes  loudly 
say,  are  of  an  irritating  character. 

Now  why  should  the  government  not  protect  the  revenue  of  pub- 
lic corporations  composed  of  its  own  citizens,  rich  and  poor,  as  fully 
as  it  protects  its  own  revenue  ?  Why  should  it  not  care  for  its  citizens 
who  have  created  it,  as  it  cares  for  itself?  I  have  made  a  distinction 
here  which,  perhaps,  hardly  exists  in  this  country,  as  the  government 
of  the  people,  by  the  people,  for  the  people  is  also  part  of  the  people; 
but  it  has  been  necessary  to  put  it  in  the  way  I  put  it,  in  order  to  make 
clear  my  meaning.    With  us  the  government  and  the  people  are  one. 

The  revenues  of  railway  companies  are  subject  to  loss  to  a  very 
much  greater  extent  than  banks,  mercantile  houses,  and  large  corpora- 
tions of  similar  character.  There  are  various  and  notoriously  well- 
known  methods  by  which  the  revenues  of  railway  companies  are  de- 
pleted by  the  operations  of  dishonest  employes,  sometimes  in  collusion 
with  outsiders.  I  wish  to  have  it  distinctly  understood  that  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  believe  that  all  railway  conductors  are  dishonest. 
Instead  of  that,  I  take  the  position  that,  there  is  just  about  the  same 
proportion  of  dishonest  employes  connected  with  the  railways  as  with 
any  other  commercial  institution ;  but,  owing  to  the  looseness  of  our 
system,  caused  to  a  great  extent  by  lack  of  proper  legal  protection, 
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the  opportunity  and  temptation  for  dishonesty  in  the  handling  of  cash 
collected  upon  passenger  trains,  under  the  usual  methods,  are  possibly 
much  greater  than  the  opportunity  and  temptation  which  arise  in  large 
commercial  enterprises. 

It  was  with  the  view  of  correcting  evils  of  this  character,  and 
also  for  the  purpose  of  providing  additional  safeguards  for  the  pro- 
tection and  safety  of  passengers,  and  by  direct  personal  supervision  to 
make  sure  that  passengers  boarded  the  proper  trains,  that  the  Chicago 
&  Alton  Railroad  Company  inaugurated  what  is  known  as  the  car-gate 
system,  by  which  it  sought  to  accomplish,  and  has  successfully  accom- 
plished, results  which  are  absolutely  necessary  for  the  protection  of 
its  revenue  and  the  safety  of  its  passengers. 

By  a  personal  inspection  of  tickets  by  train  gatemen  at  entrances 
to  the  train,  we  are  enabled  to  see  that  every  person  is  provided  with 
proper  transportation,  and  is  admitted  only  to  the  train  which  stops  at 
his  destination,  and  by  the  use  and  complete  control  of  these  car-gates 
under  our  train  gatemen,  our  passengers  have  conveniences  and  se- 
curity which  they  would  not  otherwise  have.  There  is  the  protection 
from  sneak-thieves.  Without  car-gates,  anybody  can  get  on  or  off  at 
any  station,  or  when  the  train  is  going  slowly  prior  to  stopping,  or 
immediately  after  starting.  Sneak-thieves  avail  themselves  of  this  to 
come  on  the  train  and  steal  articles  of  wearing  apparel,  small  parcels, 
etc.  We  are  not  liable,  under  the  law,  for  thefts  of  this  kind  from 
passengers  who  have  charge  and  control  of  their  own  personal  effects, 
but  we  have  to  contest  actions  brought  against  us  for  such  losses,  and 
the  law  expenses  in  such  cases  are  larger  than  the  amounts  demanded 
in  payment  of  such  claims,  and  we  would  rather  pay  them  than  go  to 
law,  if  it  were  not  that  we  would  thereby  create  precedents  and  involve 
ourselves  in  still  larger  losses  than  the  expense  of  going  to  law;  but  if 
we  are  permitted  to  protect  our  passengers  in  the  way  we  desire,  we 
can  almost  totally  preclude  losses  of  this  kind  to  the  public  and  to 
ourselves. 

Under  the  old  system,  passengers  left  the  train  in  any  order,  or 
rather  disorder,  and  entered  it  in  the  same  way.  This  led  to  blockades 
on  the  platforms  and  in  the  aisles  of  the  cars,  and  incommoded  passen- 
gers. All  this  is  changed  by  our  car-gate  system.  We  now  unload 
passengers  speedily,  with  order  and  regularity,  and  with  perfect  con- 
venience and  comfort  to  themselves,  and  then  permit  passengers  who 
are  going  on  the  trains  to  enter  in  the  same  way.  No  one  is  permitted 
who  has  not  a  ticket,  and  consequently  numbers  of  people  who  are  not 
going  on  the  trains  are  now  precluded  from  entering  the  cars  and 
blocking  up  the  aisles  and  occupying  seats,  to  the  discomfort  of  passen- 
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gers  who  are  going  on  the  trains,  and  who  cannot  find  seats,  which  are 
occupied  by  these  non-passengers.  Under  the  old  system,  the  latter 
rushed  off  at  the  last  moment,  just  when  the  train  was  about  to  start, 
or  had  started,  and  men  and  women  were  crippled  for  life,  and  the 
railways  had  to  bear  some  of  the  odium  for  these  acts  of  persons  who 
had  not  contributed  one  cent  to  railway  revenue. 

Counsel  has  already  dealt  with  this  question,  and  also  with  the 
question  of  passengers  walking  off  or  falling  off  trains,  and  has 
already  made  clear  to  you  that  this  company  is  remarkably  and  excep- 
tionally clear  from  accidents,  almost  entirely  so,  except  accidents 
which  arise  to  passengers  through  their  own  fault.  I  will,  therefore, 
not  take  up  the  time  of  the  Commission  with  anything  farther  on  these 
points,  except  to  say,  that  what  we  are  now  doing  is  in  the  direction 
of  precluding  the  possibility  of  accidents,  and  of  protecting  our  pass- 
engers and  others  from  themselves,  and  siving  them  from  crippling 
themselves,  sometimes  for  life,  through  their  own  fault.  Now  the 
point  may  be  made,  that  we  might  do  all  this  without  compelling  pass- 
engers to  show  their  ackets  before  entering  the  train;  but  that  would 
lead  to  a  very  large  loss  of  revenue  to  us,  and  you  cannot  expect  us, 
and  it  is  impossible  for  us,  to  go  on  making  improvements  in  the  inter- 
est and  safety  of  our  passengers  and  their  personal  property,  unless 
you  permit  us  to  collect  the  revenue  to  which  we  are  entitled,  and 
which  we  absolutely  need  in  order  to  pay  these  expenses. 

The  examination  of  tickets  at  car  gates  by  train  gatemen,  and  the 
minimizing  of  the  opportunities  for  the  payment  of  cash  fares  upon 
trains,  have  greatly  lessened  the  work  of  conductors,  who  on  numer- 
ous occasions  have  complained  bitterly  of  the  amount  of  work  which 
the  collection  of  cash  fares  involves,  occupying  time  which  ought  to 
be  devoted  to  their  other  duties  in  the  operation  of  trains  and  the  care 
and  safety  of  passengers.  Since  the  car-gate  system  has  been  put  in 
operation  on  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad,  a  number  of  our  conduc- 
tors upon  other  divisions  have  expressed  their  gratification  at  this  con- 
dition of  affairs,  and  hoped  that  the  system  might  be  found  beneficial 
in  all  respects,  that  it  might  be  extended  to  their  divisions.  A  con- 
ductor who  is  strictly  honest  in  his  dealings  with  the  railroad  com- 
pany, and  who  feels  thatin  common  with  others  who  maybe  dishonest, 
he  is  suspected,  is  anxious  for  this  protection  to  his  character,  and 
many  of  our  men  have  so  expressed  themselves. 

Perhaps  one  of  the  best  features  of  the  car-gate  system  in  opera- 
tion on  this  railroad,  and  by  which  all  tickets  are  examined  before  pas- 
sengers are  admitted  to  the  cars,  is  the  splendid  protection  which  pas- 
sengers have  in  feeling  absolutely  sure  that  they  are  on  the  right  train. 
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Previous  to  the  inauguration  of  this  system,  passengers  found  them- 
selves, almost  daily  upon  the  wrong  trains,  and  were  obliged  to  change 
cars  at  some  station  and  return  to  original  starting  point  and  suffer 
serious  delays.  This  has,  perhaps,  been  more  particularly  the  case  in 
the  union  [depots  in  Kansas  City  and  in  St.  Louis,  from  which  union 
depots  a  large  number  of  trains  leave  by  various  lines.  To  such  pro- 
portions has  this  evil  attained  that  in  the  new  union  depot  in  St.  Louis 
soon  to  be  opened,  station  gates  will  be  provided.  It  is  not  an  infre- 
quent occurrence  for  a  passenger  from  Kansas  City  to  St.  Louis  via 
the  Wabash  or  Missouri  Pacific  line,  to  get  on  a  Chicago  &  Alton  train 
in  mistake.  It  is  not  an  infrequent  occurrence  for  a  passenger  hold- 
ing a  ticket  via  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  to  Chicago,  to  take 
the  St.  Louis  train  in  mistake,  or  vice  versa.  It  is  not  an  infrequent 
occurrence  for  innocent  passengers  holding  bogus,  expired  o"t  non- 
transferable tickets,  made  out  in  other  names  than  their  own,  and  pur- 
chased through  outside  and  irresponsible  agencies,  maintained  in  viola- 
tion of  law,  to  board  our  trains  with  such  tickets.  In  such  cases, 
passengers  have  been  put  to  much  inconvenience  when  they  have  not 
been  provided  with  the  proper  funds  to  pay  their  fare  on  our  train,  and 
were  obliged  to  leave  it  at  some  small  station,  and  to  find  their  way 
back  to  the  starting  point ;  or,  in  the  case  of  passengers  holding  St. 
Louis  tickets  and  boarding  Chicago  trains,  they  have  been  obliged  to 
lie  over  at  some  small  station  until  the  next  morning,  or  the  next  eve- 
nine:,  according  as  the  trains  may  be  running  daily,  or  daily  except 
Sunday.  In  cases  of  passengers  holding  limited  tickets  which  have 
expired,  and  who  have  made  mistakes  of  this  kind  for  which  the  rail- 
road company  is  not  at  fault,  passengers  have  been  put  to  extra  and 
considerable  expense,  in  addition  to  the  inconvenience  and  delay. 

I  have  in  mind  now  a  case  of  which  I  have  personal  knowledge, 
in  which  a  passenger  at  Godfrey  on  our  line  rushed  up  to  the  train  at 
the  last  moment,  and  made  a  vigorous  attempt  to  get  on  the  train  with- 
out showing  his  ticket.  If  he  had  succeeded  he  would  have  been  car- 
ried to  Kansas  City,  300  miles  away,  instead  of  being  carried  to  his 
proper  destination,  St.  Louis,  28  miles  away.  The  St.  Louis  train, 
which  was  the  train  for  which  he  held  a  ticket,  and  on  which  he  in- 
tended to  take  passage  to  St.  Louis,  stood  on  the  other  side  of  the 
station.  Our  car-gate  system  prevented  him  from  making  this  serious 
mistake,  and  enabled  us  to  put  him  on  his  proper  train. 

In  addition  to  what  has  been  said  about  classes  of  tickets  which 
passengers  hold,  I  may  explain  to  the  Commission,  that  the  railways  of 
this  country  have  also  another  class  of  tickets,  or  order,  which  is 
called  an  exchange  order. 
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In  this  country  the  railroad  companies  undoubtedly  provide  the 
largest  stock  of  tickets  which  is  provided  for  the  convenience  of  pas- 
sengers in  any  country,  the  object  being  to  take  a  passenger  to  almost 
any  point  to  which  he  may  be  going,  [t  is  impossible  to  carry  out  this 
laudable  object  by  giving  the  passenger,  in  every  case,  a  ticket  which 
can  be  accepted  on  all  trains  on  all  lines.  We  cannot  cover  every 
point  in  the  country  and  beyond  it  in  this  way.  Take  the  lines  in  the 
East:  at  the  Atlantic  sea-board,  and  on  this  side  of  the  same,  they  have 
a  full  line  of  tickets  to  Chicago  or  St.  Louis,  or  some  important  point 
beyond  like  Kansas  City  or  Omaha.  Now  in  order  to  ticket  the  pas- 
senger to  all  the  various  points  in  this  country  beyond  these  large 
centers,  even  including  points  beyond  the  limits  of  the  United  States, 
these  lines  in  the  East  issue  exchange  orders  on  their  western  connec- 
tions. •  These  orders  cannot  be  accepted  on  trains,  because  they  may 
be  good  for  passage  over  several  roads  which  make  up  a  line  to  points 
in  California,  Oregon,  and  even  beyond  the  boundaries  of  the  United 
States ;  and  such  an  order,  unlike  a  ticket,  has  only  one  coupon  reading 
from  starting  point  to  destination,  instead  of  having  many  coupons, 
each  reading  over  a  single  road,  and  being  evidence  of  the  right  of  the 
passenger  to  travel  on  said  road,  and  each  coupon  to  be  collected  and 
held  by  the  road  over  which  it  reads,  to  enable  said  road  to  obtain  its 
proper  revenue  for  the  service  rendered.  These  orders  occupy  so 
much  less  space  than  tickets,  that  railway  companies  are  enabled  to 
keep  them  in  stock  to  serve  all  the  purposes  of  tickets  which  it  is  im- 
possible, from  lack  of  space,  to  keep  in  stock.  These  orders,  therefore, 
must  necessarily  be  exchanged  in  Chicago,  St.  Louis,  Kansas  City, 
Omaha,  or  in  some  other  large  city  where  supplies  of  proper  tickets 
are  kept  in  stock.  It  would  be  impossible  to  give  this  convenience 
to  passengers  except  by  this  method.  The  passenger  to  whom 
such  an  order  has  been  sold  in  the  East  is  told  in  the  clearest  and  most 
express  terms,  that  he  must  get  the  order  exchanged  at  the  point  at 
which  it  calls  for  an  exchange,  and  that  it  will  not,  under  any  circum- 
stances, be  honored  on  trains.  Notwithstanding  this,  and  in  the  absence 
of  any  system  like  the  car-gate  system,  passengers  will  get  on  trains 
with  these  exchange  orders,  and  consequently  put  themselves  to  ex- 
pense and  loss  of  time.  Even  with  the  best  efforts  on  our  part  to  help 
them  out  in  every  way  in  our  power,  we  are  unable  to  preclude  this 
which  arises  through  no  fault  of  ours,  but  entirely  through  their  own 
neglect  and  carelessness.  Our  car-gate  system  absolutely  saves  the 
passenger  from  himself  in  all  cases  of  this  kind. 

It  may  be  insisted  that  the  car-gate  system,  if  in  operation  for  no 
other  purposes  than  those  to  which  I  have  just  referred,  is  an  ad- 
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vantage  to  the  traveling  public  for  such  reasons  alone.  If  I  were  only 
able  to  state  this  case  for  the  railway  company  as  plainly  and  con- 
vincingly as  I  am  anxious  to  state  it,  I  might  hope,  before  I  got 
through,  to  enable  you  to  see,  as  I  have  come  to  see,  that  the  car-gate 
system  is  of  such  value  to  passengers  and  common  carriers  that  it 
ought  to  be  enacted  into  law  in  every  state  in  the  Union,  for  the  pro- 
tection of  passengers  and  revenue. 

It  should  be  understood  distinctly,  that  opportunities  for  getting 
upon  the  wrong  train  do  not  apply  exclusively  to  union  depots,  but 
may,  and  do,  apply  to  small  stations,  and  upon  local  lines  in  cases  in 
which  the  railway  company  runs  a  limited,  as  well  as  a  local  service, 
and  in  cases  in  which  local  trains  may  stop  at  a  passenger's  destina- 
tion, while  the  limited  train  may  not.  There  have  been  many  instances 
of  passengers  holding  tickets  and  boarding  trains  which  did  not  stop 
at  the  points  to  which  these  passangers  were  bound. 

Too  much  importance  cannot  possibly  be  placed  upon  the  car-gate 
system,  on  account  of  the  absolute  safety  which  it  provides  for  the 
protection  of  passengers  who  are  by  this  system,  and  our  operation  of 
it,  prevented  from  leaving  the  train  on  the  off  or  track  side,  at  a  sta- 
tion stop.  Under  our  system  of  car  gates  all  passengers  must  leave 
the  cars  and  must  board  the  cars  from  the  station  or  platform  side  of 
the  train.  As  all  car  gates  are  securely  fastened  upon  the  off  or  track 
side  of  the  train,  it  is  impossible  for  passengers  to  leave  the  train  on 
the  track  side,  and  take  the  chances  of  some  train  in  an  opposite  direc- 
tion running  them  down.  Once  a  train  is  ready  to  leave  a  station,  all 
gates  are  securely  fastened,  and  it  is  impossible  for  a  passenger  to 
board  or  leave  the  train  while  it  is  in  motion,  in  this  way  lessening  the 
risk  of  accidents. 

After  a  personal  and  thorough  inspection  of  the  daily  reports  of 
train  gatemen,  it  can  be  certified  that  there  has  been  no  unnecessary 
or  unusual  delay  of  our  trains  at  stations  by  the  operation  of  the  car- 
gate  system.  It  has  not  been  necessary  on  account  of  such  few  and 
slight  delays  to  run  our  trains  at  a  high  rate  of  speed  between  stations. 
Our  trainmen  admit  that  if  required,  our  trains  may  be  run  at  a  very 
much  higher  rate  of  speed  with  perfect  safety  and  comfort  to  our  pas- 
sengers. 

When  the  new  sytem  was  inaugurated,  the  daily  reports  of  train- 
gatemen  will  show  that  it  took  some  little  drilling  for  the  first  month, 
to  make  our  local  passengers  understand  that  they  could  be  admitted 
to  our  trains  only  on  condition  that  they  were  provided  with  tickets. 
However,  they  soon  fell  into  line.    Notices  were  published  in  the 
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newspapers  and  placards  prominently  posted  at  all  our  stations  and  at 
other  points  of  vantage,  where  the  public  would  see  them,  and  it  is  an 
exceptional  case  now  in  which  any  trainman  is  obliged  to  send  a  pas- 
senger back  for  his  ticket. 

Passenger  conductors  of  this  railway  have  admitted  upon  various 
occasions  that  it  was  utterly  impossible  to  make  proper  collection  of 
cash  fares  and  tickets  on  short  runs  of  two  to  ten  miles  between  sta- 
tion stops,  and  for  which  the  railroad  fare  runs  from  5  cents  to  30 
cents.  The  journey  in  these  cases  is  so  short  that  passengers  are  en- 
abled to  "beat  their  way,"  and  get  off  the  train  before  the  conductor 
can  get  to  them.  Upon  the  trains  and  on  the  run  between  St.  Louis 
and  Kansas  City,  on  which  we  have  inaugurated  the  car-gate  system, 
there  is  not  one  single  station  stop  for  which  the  fare  is  over  25  cents 
between  stations. 

There  are  3  cases  where  the  rate  is  5c.  between  stations. 


7  44  •«  8c. 

44          1  44  "  9c. 

44          8  44  »'  10c. 

44          3  "  "  11c. 

2  ««  44  13c. 

"          2  44  44  14c. 

44         23  44  "  15c. 

1  11  "  16c. 

44          2  44  44  17c. 

1  "  "  19c. 

44         10  44  44  20c. 

44          1  44  44  23c. 

44          6  44  44  25c. 


The  foregoing  covers  the  rates  beteen  every  station  stop  between 
St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City  on  the  route  of  our  trains  equipped  with 
car-gates,  and  1  submit  that  where  the  rate  is  so  exceptionally  low  be- 
tween station  stops,  and  where  the  people  understand  that  under  the 
State  laws  there  is  no  provision  by  which  they  are  to  pay  more  in  pay- 
ment of  cash  fares  upon  trains  than  in  the  purchase  of  tickets,  and 
where,  for  various  reasons,  they  have  been  educated  up  to  paying  their 
fares  upon  the  trains,  and  when  travel  is  exceptionally  heavy,  as  it  is 
on  these  trains,  that  it  is  simply  impossible  for  a  conductor  to  attend 
to  his  other  duties,  in  which  safety  to  life  and  property  is  involved,  and 
also  make  a  proper  collection  of  cash  fares  before  the  train  arrives  at 
the  destination  of  the  passenger,  who  can  then  leave  the  train  without 
the  payment  of  the  fare. 

The  examination  and  the  punching  of  tickets  by  train-gate  men 
under  the  present  system,  saves  the  railway  company  from  loss  from 
this  source,  and  gives  the  conductor  on  those  short  runs  more  time  to 
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look  after  and  care  for  the  comfort  and  safety  of  his  passengers.  In 
an  examination  of  the  sales  of  tickets  from  one  station  to  the  next 
station  stop,  the  increase  in  sales  during  the  time  the  car-gate  system 
has  been  in  effect  is  heavy,  and  accounts,  mainly,  for  the  large  increase 
in  tic  ket  sales  in  1893,  which  will  be  shown  in  a  statement  which  will 
presently  be  made  to  you.  A  very  large  proportion  of  the  local  travel 
upon  this  line  throughout  the  State  of  Missouri  is  composed  of  colored 
people.  It  is  well  understood  that  our  colored  population  are  some- 
what timid  in  the  matter  of  purchasing  railway  tickets,  and  avoid  what 
to  them  is  something  of  an  ordeal  in  going  into  a  railroad  depot,  or  to 
a  ticket -office  window  for  the  purchase  of  a  ticket.  They  prefer,  in  the 
majority  of  cases,  to  pay  their  fare  upon  the  train,  and  in  the  case  of 
short  hauls  from  station  to  station,  to  take  their  chances  of  the  con- 
ductor overlooking  them. 

The  state  laws  ef  every  state  in  the  Union  providing,  as  they  do, 
that  children  between  the  ages  of  five  and  12  years  shall  be  carried 
only  when  they  hold  a  half-fare  ticket  for  which  one-half  the  rate  usu- 
ally paid  by  adults  has  been  received,  the  train-gate  man  is  in  a  posi- 
tion to  insist  that  such  passengers  shall  be  provided  with  the  necessary 
half-fare  tickets,  thus  preventing  protracted  and  heated  discussions 
between  adult  passengers,  who  accompany  such  children,  and  conduc- 
tors, which  usually  take  up  the  time  of  conductors  which  could  be 
employed  to  better  advantage  in  attending  to  the  safety  of  trains.  In 
many  cases  of  children  in  which  parents  or  guardians  accompanying 
them  come  unprovided  with  half-fare  tickets,  this  examination  of  tick- 
ets before  entering  the  cars  has  saved  such  passengers  from  ejection, 
as  permitted  by  law. 

For  your  information,  I  have  prepared  a  short  statement  showing 
the  collection  of  cash  fares  upon  trains  on  which  we  now  operate  the 
car-gate  system,  at  a  time  when  such  system  was  not  in  force,  as  com- 
pared with  the  returns  during  the  time  the  system  has  been  in  opera- 
tion. Trains  with  car-gates,  in  charge  of  train-gatemen,  were  put  in 
operation  June  1,  1893.  For  the  period  June  1  to  October  31,  1^90, 
Chicago  &  Alton  conductors  on  these  trains,  which  were  not  then  but 
are  now  equipped  with  car-gates,  collected  cash  fares  from  11,681  pas- 
sengers. For  the  same  period  in  the  year  1891,  conductors  collected 
cash  fares  from  13,095  passengers.  For  the  same  period  in  1892,  con- 
ductors collected  cash  fa&es  from  17,918  passengers.  You  will  please 
note  the  very  large  increase  in  cash  fares  collected  by  conductors  in 
1891  and  1892,  as  compared  with  the  collections  of  1890,  and  bear  in 
mind  that  in  the  years  1890,  1891  and  1892  we  had  no  car-gate  system. 
Now  then,  for  the  corresponding  period,  June  1  to  October  1,  1893, 
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when  these  trains  were  equipped  with  car-gates,  conductors  collected 
only  1970  cash  fares,  or  an  average  of  about  six  fares  per  train  per 
day,  and  these  fares  were,  in  a  majority  of  cases,  collected  from  pas- 
sengers who  wished  to  travel  to  a  point  beyond  the  destination  of 
their  tickets,  or  represented  the  difference  between  a  half- fare  ticket 
held  by  a  passenger  who  should  have  been  provided  with  a  full  ticket, 
and  who  was  trying  to  impose  upon  the  company  as  to  his  age. 

It  will  be  interesting  to  compare  these  figures  with  the  sales  of 
tickets  made  by  agents  for  the  same  period,  and  between  stations  cov- 
ered by  the  same  train  service.  For  the  period,  June  1  to  October  31,. 
.1890,  agents  in  Missouri  sold  51,988  tickets,  and  for  the  same  period  in 
1891,  54,493  tickets,  and  for  the  same  period  in  1892,  63,102  tickets. 
For  the  same  period  in  1893,  and  covering,  of  course,  the  time  in  which 
we  have  had  this  car-gate  system  in  operation,  ticket  agents  sold  78,- 
267  tickets.  These  latter  figures  are  a  tremendous  increase  as  com- 
pared  with  the  increase  in  any  other  year,  and  the  figures  for  1893  are 
more  surprising  from  the  fact  that  on  all  other  parts  of  our  lines,  and 
particularly  in  the  state  of  Illinois,  where  we  have  the  heaviest  local 
business  of  any  railway  line  operated  in  the  state  of  Illinois,  our  local 
business  for  the  period,  June  1  to  October  31,  1893,  has  been  upon  a 
steady  decrease,  and  increases  are  shown  only  in  local  ticket  sales  in 
the  state  of  Missouri,  where  we  have  this  car-gate  system  in  operation. 

What  is  true  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  in  respect  to  the  local  busi- 
ness of  1893,  being  a  general  decrease,  is  true  of  other  roads.  That 
was  on  account  of  the  attractions  of  the  World's  Fair,  for  which  people 
generally  saved  and  held  their  money  for  the  purpose  of  a  visit  to  the 
Fair,  and  for  that  reason,  and  also  because  of  general  depression  and 
financial  stringency,  the  local  travel  in  the  states  of  Illinois  and  Mis- 
souri, in  common  with  other  states,  was  expected  to  be,  and  has  turned 
out  to  be,  with  the  exception  of  that  portion  of  our  line  covered  by 
our  gate  system,  a  decrease  from  1892.  The  statements  which  I  have 
made  in  this  respect  can  be  easily  borne  out  and  certified  by  traffic 
officers  and  auditors  of  other  railways  operating  in  the  State  of  Mis- 
souri, and  I  contend,  that  if  the  car-gate  system  had  been  in  effect  for 
the  period  Jane  1st  to  October  31st,  1892,  our  returns  in  Missouri  for 
this  year  would  have  shown  a  decrease  instead  of  an  increase  ;  and  I 
further  assert  that  it  is  to  this  system,  and  the  opportunity  which  it 
afforded  us  of  securing  the  purchase  of  tickets  by  all  passengers,  and 
putting  a  complete  stop  to  leakages,  which  might  obtain,  and  undoubt- 
edly did  obtain,  in  other  years,  that  we  are  enabled  to  show  this  very 
large  increase  in  the  sale  of  local  tickets  between  stations  where  we 
operate  the  car-gate  system. 
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I  have  prepared,  and  shall  be  pleased  to  place  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Commission,  statistics  showing  the  effect  of  the  car-gate  system  in 
greater  detail  than  has  now  been  done.  These  statements  will  show, 
that  of  the  total  number  of  passengers  carried  June  1st  to  October 
31st,  the  percentage  paying  fares  upon  trains  was:  In  1890,  18.3;  in 
1891,  19.3;  in  1892,  17.3;  while  in  the  corresponding  period  of  1893, 
when  the  car  gate  system  was  in  force,  there  was  but  2.4  per  cent  of 
the  total  number  of  passengers  carried  upon  these  trains  who  paid 
cash  fares. 

In  dealing  with  this  question,  I  have  confined  myself  in  this  state- 
ment to  the  traffic  carried  through  the  State  of  Missouri,  between 
Louisiana,  Missouri,  in  the  east,  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  in  the  west, 
covered  by  the  car-gate  system  now  in  effect  on  this  road;  but  you  will 
understand  that  this  system  of  car-gates  is  in  operation  on  this  line 
between  Louisiana,  Mo.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  through  the  State  of  Illi- 
nois;  and  lam  pleased  to  say  that  the  results  have  been  about  the  same 
for  that  portion  of  our  line  in  Illinois  upon  which  we  operate  the 
car-gate  system  we  are  operating  through  Missouri. 

I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  car-gate  system, 
as  it  is  operated  on  this  line  through  the  state  of  Missouri,  is  nothing 
more  than  an  extension  of  the  depot  or  station  gate  which  is  in  opera- 
tion in  many  large  cities  throughout  the  United  States.  This  is  true 
of  the  Xew  York  Central  &  Hudson  River,  Michigan  Central,  Lake 
Shore  &  Michigan  Southern,  Pennsylvania  and  other  railways.  These 
railroads  are  among  the  principal  roads  in  this  country,  and  have  a 
large  and  increasing  traffic,  and  serve  a  well-settled  and  populous  terri- 
tory. At  one  time  none  of  them  had  a  station-gate  system  in  opera- 
tion, but  it  was  absolutely  forced  upon  them  for  their  own  protection, 
and  that  of  their  passengers.  Gradually  their  stations  became  the 
centers  of  a  large  population,  and  points  at  which  large  traffic  devel- 
oped, and  the  station-gate  system  became  a  necessity.  We  are  not  in 
the  position  of  these  companies.  We  have  only  a  few  points  which 
are  large  centers  of  population  andjtraffic,  and  we  cannot  afford,  and  I 
am  sure  you  do  not  expect  us,  to  institute  such  an  expensive  system  at 
the  many  small  stations  which  we  maintain  for  the  convenience  of  the 
public  in  the  states  of  Illinois  and  Missouri,  more  especially  in  the 
latter  State.  We  can  afford  the  car-gate  system,  and  we  are  willing  to 
do  so,  and  it  has  even  some  advantages  which  the  station-gate  system 
does  not  possess. 

It  has  been  objected  that  there  is  sometimes  a  crowd  at  the  car 
gate.  It  would  be  an  excessive  estimate,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, to  place  this  at  more  than  twelve  people  at  one  gate,  and  that 
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estimate  could  be  reduced,  as  the  passengers,  instead  of  trying  to  force 
their  way  on  at  one  gate,  would  distribute  themselves  at  more  than 
one  gate.  There  can  be,  aud  there  is  sometimes,  a  jam  arid  a  blockade 
at  a  station  gate  where  all  the  passengers  for  a  whole  train  have  to 
enter,  but  there  can  never  be  much  of  a  blockade,  if  even  there  is  any- 
thing approaching  the  name,  where  provision  is  made  for  car  gates  and 
thus  prevent  crowding.  There  is  very  little  difference  in  our  car-gate 
system  and  the  system  on  all  elevated  railways  in  large  cities.  There 
ought  not  to  be  any  more  objection  to  this  system  of  car  gates,  and 
the  necessity  for  passengers  purchasing  aud  exhibiting  their  tickets 
before  entering  a  railway  train,  than  there  is  now  in  the  case  of  elevated 
railways,  or  any  commercial  or  amusement  enterprise,  where  the 
patrons  of  such  institutions  are  obliged  to  exhibit  and  surrender  their 
tickets  before  admission  can  be  obtained.  It  is  an  arrangement  purely 
and  simply  for  the  protection  of  our  passenger  revenue,  and  the  safety,, 
comfort  and  convenience  of  our  passengers.  It  is  an  additional  pre- 
caution against  accidents,  and  additional  expense  in  the  improvement 
of  facilities  which  this  railway  is  anxious  and  willing  at  all  times  to 
place  at  the  use  of  its  customers. 

The  importance  to  the  railroad  company,  and  to  the  public,  of  the 
questions  on  which  I  have  spoken,  have. made  me  exceedingly  anxious 
to  present  as  plain  and  complete  a  statement  as  possible.  I  certainly 
intended  to  do  my  full  duty  to  my  company,  but  I  am  afraid  that  I 
may  have  failed  to  do  so,  and  that  I  may  have  omitted  points  which  the 
Commission  have  in  mind,  and  explanations  which  the  Commission 
may  deem  essential.  I  shall  be  very  glad,  therefore,  if  the  Commission 
will  enable  me  to  make  up  my  deficiencies  by  asking  for  anything 
farther  which  they  may  require  ;  for  more  complete  statements,  if  de- 
sired, on  points  on  which  I  have  touched,  or  fuller  explanations  on 
points  on  which  I  have  not  made  myself  perfectly  clear.  I  desire  to 
satisfy  the  Commission  to  the  full  extent  of  my  ability.  I  have  noth- 
ing to  conceal,  and  I  am  instructed  not  to  conceal  anything,  and  shall 
be  only  too  glad  to  make  any  farther  explanations  which  the  Commis- 
sion may  require. 

Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the  Commission,  I  beg  to  thank 
you  for  your  kind  attention. 


The  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Company,  in  support  of  their  appli- 
cation for  a  revocation  of  the  order  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  annf 
Warehouse  Commissioners  of  Missouri,  compelling  said  Company  to 
remove  the  gates  from  its  trains  in  this  State,  introduced  the  follow- 
ing witnesses  : 
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I.  W.  Boulware,  being  produced  and  sworn  as  a  witness  on  behalf 
of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad,  testified  as  follows  : 
Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Brown  : 

Q.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  state  to  the  Commission  your 
name,  age,  place  of  residence  and  occupation  i 

A.  I.  W.  Boulware,  62  years  old,  reside  at  Fulton,  Mo.,  and  am  a 
lawyer. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  at  Fulton! 
A.  I  was  born  there. 

Q.  Is  that  a  station  on  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  have,  in  your  experience,  observed  the 
operation  and  working  of  this  system,  requiring  tickets  to  be  pur- 
chased and  shown  by  passengers  before  entering  the  cars?  Have  you 
observed  the  workings  of  this  gate  system  ? 

A.  I  have  not,  sir.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  saw  a  gate  on 
a  car. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if,  in  your  experience  and  observation,  you  have 
had  occasion  to  reflect  upon  that  subject — gates  on  the  cars  1 
A.  I  have. 

Q.  State  to  the  Commission  the  result  of  your  experience. 

A.  By  both  observation  and  experience  I  have  been  taught  the 
necessity  of  these  gates.  I  was  crippled  very  seriously  myself  once 
on  the  Missouri  Pacific  down  at  Bonuot's  mill.  Like  all  others,  I  was 
very  anxious  to  get  off  the  car  before  the  train  stopped  at  the  station, 
and  I  had  my  leg  broken  here.  I  am  lame  to-day,  which  would  not 
have  occurred  if  there  had  been  gates  on  the  cars.  I  know  a  friend 
of  mine  who  was  injured  a  few  days  ago  down  on  the  Wabash  road  at 
Wentzville.    I  brought  a  suit  against  the  company  for  him. 

Q.  Have  you  any  interest  of  any  kind  in  the  Chicago  &  Alton 
railroad  % 

A.  No,  sir,  I  have  no  interest  in  any  of  the  railroads.  It  has  been 
my  pleasure  to  prosecute  almost  all_the  railroads.  It  is  not  only  to 
the  interest  of  the  railroad  company,  but  it  is  to  the  interest  of  the 
people  at  large,  to  have  these  gates. 

Q.  Because  you  have  had  the  pleasure  of  prosecuting  the  railroads, 
you  have  no  special  grudge  against  them  f 

A.  Oh  no. 

Q.  Let  me  direct  your  attention  to  the  order  requiring  passengers 
to  purchase  tickets  before  entering  cars.  State  whether  or  not  you 
have  had  experience  with  that,  and  if  it  is  any  inconvenience  to  pas- 
sengers ? 
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A.  I  do  not  think  it  is  any  hardship. 
Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  objection  to  it? 
A.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  Do  you  have  to  buy  a  ticket  on  the  Chicago  & 
Alton  road?    You  have  passes  over  most  of  the  roads,  do  you  not? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  about  the  only  road  I  do  have  to  buy  a  ticket 
on.  I  have  tried  to  get  a  pass  on  the  Chicago  &  Alton  but  have  not 
succeeded.  Last  summer  during  the  World's  Fair  I  wrote  Mr.  Brown, 
telling  him  that  I  thought  he  ought  to  see  me,  and  that  the  best  way 
for  him  to  have  that  pleasure  was  for  him  to  send  me  transportation 
to  Chicago  and  I  would  be  there,  but  for  some  reason  he  did  not  do  it. 

Mr.  Hennessey:    Did  you  buy  a  ticket  to  come  over  here  today  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  came  here  yesterday  afternoon  with  Mr.  Lackland;  I 
did  not  pay  my  way  from  Fulton  to  this  place  on  that  trip. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  I  will  ask  you  if,  in  your  opinion,  a  sober  man 
in  his  right  senses  would  jump  off  a  train  before  it  had  stopped  ? 

A.  Well,  sir,  that  has  rather  a  personal  bearing.  I  will  simply 
state  this :  It  seems  to  be  human  nature  for  a  man  to  try — men  get  in 
a  hurry  when  they  get  in  sight  of  a  town  where  they  are  going  to  stop, 
and  when  they  hear  the  whistle  blow  and  the  bell  ring,  they  want  to 
get  off  the  train.    They  seem  to  get  restless  and  want  to  rush  off. 

Cross-examination  by  Mr.  Walker  : 

Q.  Your  personal  opinion  is  that  the  advantages  of  this  system 
are  far  in  excess  of  the  disadvantages  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  my  opinion.  From  observation  and  experience 
I  am  satisfied  in  my  judgment,  and  I  know  it  is  impartial,  that  it  would 
be  for  the  benefit  of  the  railroad  company  and  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  at  large  to  have  this  system. 

Q.  Your  judgment  is  based  upon  your  experience  on  trains  with- 
out the  car-gates  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  never  saw  a  car-gate,  but  I  am  reasoning  in  my  own 
mind  what  a  benefit  a  gate  would  be.  It  would  have  kept  me  from 
being  crippled. 

Redirect  examination  by  Mr.  Brown  : 

Q.  Mr.  Lackland  has  just  called  my  attention  to  this  fact.  Were 
not  the  gates  in  use  when  you  went  to  Chicago  ? 

A.  If  they  were  I  did  not  notice  them.  There  were  gates  to  keep 
you  from  getting 'on  the  platform  at  Chicago. 

Q.  Were  there  no  gates  on  the  cars  ? 

A.  If  there  was  I  did  not  notice  them. 
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Q.  It  was  no  obstruction  to  yon  ?    You  did  not  even  notice  them  ? 
A.  I  did  not  see  them.    It  was  in  the  night  time  when  I  started  to 
Chicago. 

Q.  You  came  back  in  daylight  ! 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  notice  the  gates  I 
A.  No,  sir. 

William  Stewart,  being  produced,  sworn  and  examined  as  a  witness 
on  part  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Co.,  testified  as  follows: 

Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Brown: 

Q.  Mr.  Stewart,  will  you  be  kind  enough  to  state  to  the  Commis- 
sion where  you  reside  and  what  is  your  occupation? 

A.  I  reside  at  Mexico,  Mo. 

Q.  Your  occupation? 

A.  For  the  last  few  months  I  can  hardly  say  I  have  had  any 
occupation. 

Q.  What  has  been  your  occupation? 

A.  I  have  been  in  the  banking  business  for  about  20  years. 
Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  have  occasion  to  use  railroads  once  in  a 
-while  I 

A.  Yes,  sir,  for  the  last  five  or  six  months  very  often. 

Q.  Tell  the  Commission  the  extent  of  your  travels  during  the  last 
few  months,  whether  much  or  little. 

A.  In  the  last  four  or  five  months  I  have  traveled  considerably, 
not  any  great  distance  but  very  often. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  have  had  occasion  to  observe  the  opera- 
tion of  the  rule  lately  put  in  force  by  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad 
Company  in  regard  to  the  purchase  of  tickets  and  use  of  gates? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  have. 

State  to  the  Commission  whether  the  operation  has  been  advan- 
tageous or  disadvantageous,  in  your  opinion,  to  the  public  interest. 
A.  It  strikes  me  as  being  very  advantageous. 

Q.  Will  you  tell  the  Commission  the  reason  which  led  you  to  this 
conclusion  ? 

A.  Well,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  much  safer  than  the  old  system. 
There  is  less  confusion  in  getting  on  and  off  the  train,  and  I  think  very 
much  safer.  No  crowding  or  danger  of  knocking  people  off  the  plat- 
form or  steps.    I  thought  it  a  very  decided  advantage. 

Q.  In  regard  to  the  operation  of  the  rule  requiring  persons  to 
purchase  tickets  before  entering  cars,  state  what  effect  that  has  had 
with  reference  to  loading  or  unloading  cars. 
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A.  It  had  one  effect :  we  got  on  and  off  the  cars  with  very  much 
more  ease  than  under  the  old  system.    There  was  no  crowd  or  bustle* 

Q.  Did  you  observe  any  hardship  operating  on  the  passenger  in 
being  required  to  purchase  a  ticket  before  entering  the  car  % 

A.  Well,  sir,  I  have  seen  none  except  yesterday.  I  saw  a  man 
who  was  refused  admission  until  he  got  a  ticket. 

Q.  Was  that  any  great  hardship  1 

A.  No,  only  he  had  to  turn  and  walk  back  a  few  steps  and  get  his 
ticket.    He  got  back  before  the  passengers  all  got  on. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  great  hardship  being  worked  by  the  fact 
of  having  to  purchase  a  ticket  before  entering  the  car  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  as  far  as  your  information  goes,  whether  it  is 
held  to  be  obnoxious  rule  by  a  good  part  of  the  community  f 

A.  It  is  my  experience  that  it  is,  pretty  generally.  There  is  a  cer- 
tain class  of  people  I  have  talked  to  a  good  deal  that  oppose  it ;  but 
the  balance  of  the  citizens  seem  to  be  pleased  with  it. 

Q.  What  is  the  preponderance  of  view  % 

A.  I  cannot  say,  sir.  In  my  traveling  I  meet  a  good  many  drum- 
mers. At  the  hotel  where  I  stop  a  great  many  of  these  men  stop.  I 
hear  a  good  deal  of  talk  from  them  in  opposition  to  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  reasons  are  given? 

A.  I  have  heard  them  assign  some  reasons. 

Q.  What  are  they  ? 

A.  That  it  was  inconvenient  and  detained  them,  etc. 
Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  of  them  missing  connection  by  reason 
of  it ! 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  any  particular  objection  to  it? 

A.  I  have  not  heard  anything  only  that  it  was  inconvenient  in  get- 
ting on  and  off  the  cars  ;  troublesome  to  buy  and  show  your  ticket 
before  entering  the  car. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  what,  in  your  opinion  and  observation,  has  been 
the  effect  so  far  as  giving  the  conductor  time  to  attend  to  other  duties 
than  collecting  fare  % 

A.  I  think,  of  course,  it  would  give  him  more  time.  He  could  get 
through  his  business  much  quicker  by  receiving  tickets  than  making 
change.    How  he  devotes  that  time  afterward,  I  do  not  know. 

Q,  I  will  ask  you  whether  in  your  judgment,  taking  into  considera- 
tion the  old  system,  comparing  it  with  the  new  one  of  requiring  pas- 
sengers to  purchase  and  show  their  tickets  before  entering  the  cars — 
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whether  in  your  judgment  this  regulation  as  a  whole  is  conducive  to 
the  public  welfare  or  detrimental  to  the  public  welfare. 
A.  My  opinion  is  it  is  conducive  to  the  public  welfare. 

Cross-examination  by  Mr.  Hennessey  : 
Q.  On  what  grounds  ? 

A.  Just  on  the  grounds  I  have  stated.  In  the  old  system,  when 
the  cars  stopped  at  a  town,  my  experience  has  been  that  every  fellow 
made  a  rush  for  the  train  to  see  who  could  get  on  first.  Very  often  we 
would  meet  the  passengers  getting  off  the  train,  and  there  would  be  a 
perfect  squeeze,  and  it  was  very  unpleasant.  In  this  new  system  we 
avoid  all  that. 

Q.  In  this  rule  there  is  nothing  to  stop  the  passengers  getting 
off  just  as  they  did? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  the  gate  keeper  does  not  allow  anybody  to  get  on 
until  everybody  that  wants  to  has  gotten  off  the  train. 

Q.  There  is  nothing  to  prevent  the  people  from  crowding  up  to 
the  train,  is  there  ? 

A.  He  holds  the  others  back  until  the  last  passenger  is  off  the 
train. 

Q.  That  could  be  done  just  as  well  if  they  did  not  hold  tickets 
in  their  hands,  if  the  same  men  were  employed? 

A.  I  believe  he  could  keep  them  off  just  as  well  without  a  ticket 
as  he  could  with  it. 

Q.  You  are  in  favor  of  being  locked  in  the  car  after  you  get  in 
there,  so  you  cannot  get  out  until  a  man  lets  you  out? 

Mr.  Brown — I  do  not  know  that  that  position  has  been  taken  or 
asserted. 

A.  I  am  sir.  I  never  want  to  get  out  until  I  come  to  my  stopping 
place.  I  think  it  is  very  safe  to  have  the  gates  locked.  Sometimes  it 
might  prevent  accidents.  I  do  not  want  to  get  out  when  the  train  is 
moving.  Of  course,  when  the  train  stops  at  a  depot  they  open  the 
gates. 

Q.  If  the  gates  were  fastened  and  not  locked,  that  would  prevent 
you  from  falling  off  just  as  well  as  it  does  now,  would  it  not  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  suppose  it  would.  It  would  if  they  were  fastened 
so  that  in  falling  against  them  they  would  not  be  knocked  open. 

Wood  Maddox,  being  produced,  sworn  and  examined  as  a  witness 
on  the  part  of  the  C.  &  A.  R,  E.  Co.,  testified  as  follows  : 
Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Brown  : 

Q.  Where  do  you  live,  Mr.  Maddox  ? 

A.  I  live  in  Audrain  county. 
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Q.  What  is  your  occupation  ? 
A.  Farming  and  trading. 

Q.  Does  your  business  call  you  to  make  use  of  railroad  trains  very 
often  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  whether  or  not  you  have  observed  the  operation  of  the 
rule  on  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad  requiring  tickets  to  be  purchased 
and  the  use  of  these  gates  within  the  last  few  months  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  whether  or  not  in  your  judgment  and  observa- 
tion it  is  detrimental  to  the  public  safety  and  convenience,  or  whether 
it  promotes  it  ? 

A.  I  think  it  promotes  it  so  far  as  1  can  see. 

Q.  In  reference  to  the  purchase  of  tickets  at  stations,  do  you 
observe  any  great  inconvenience  to  people  in  being  required  to  buy 
tickets  before  entering  the  cars  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  not  when  a  man  has  the  money.  That  is  the  only  draw- 
back I  see — is  not  having  the  money  to  buy  it  with. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  reasonable  objection  to  requiring  the 
purchase  of  tickets  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not.  It  never  inconvenienced  me  any  except 
when  I  would  have  to  show  my  ticket  before  I  went  on  the  car.  It 
was  no  inconvenience. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  whether  in  your  opinion  and  judgment  this  sys- 
tem, taking  it  in  all  its  different  bearings,  is  or  is  not  conducive  to  the 
public  welfare? 

A.  I  think  it  is  conducive  to  the  public  welfare. 

Cross-examination  by  Mr.  Hennessey  : 
Q.  Are  you  a  stock  man  % 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  have  any  occasion  to  buy  a  railroad  ticket,  do  you  ? 

A.  I  do  when  I  go  on  a  passenger  train.  I  usually  get  a  pass 
when  I  am  shipping  anything.  I  have  occasion  to  buy  a  ticket  except 
when  I  ride  on  a  freight  train,  and  I  am  afraid  to  ride  on  that.  I  do 
not  very  often  do  it. 

Q.  Well,  so  far  as  you  are  concerned,  you  do  not  think  it  would  be 
necessary  to  have  this  regulation  to  preserve  your  life,  do  you  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

Q.  What  good  is  there  about  it? 

A.  What  good  are  the  gates  '? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. 
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A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  tell  you  just  exactly  what  good  I 
think  they  are.  I  think  it  is  a  good  thing  on  more  occasions  than  one. 
I  think  it  is  a  good  thing  for  the  public  generally  to  keep  thein  on  the 
train,  especially  these  sleep-walkers  that  walk  out  on  and  off  the  plat- 
form in  their  sleep.  It  prevents  people  getting  off  of  the  train  be- 
fore it  stops  at  a  station.  It  keeps  people  from  jumping  on  aud  off 
the  trains. 

Q.  Do  those  gates  prevent  them  from  getting  on  the  steps  ? 
A.  They  would  not  get  on  the  train. 
Q.  They  can  get  on  the  steps  8 

A.  They  might  get  on  the  steps,  but  they  cannot  get  on  the  train. 
Q.  They  would  jump  on  the  steps  auyway  V 

A.  They  might  jump  on  the  steps,  but  would  not  be  so  apt  to  try 
to  get  on  the  train  if  the  gates  were  there. 
Q.  Could  you  not  get  over  that  gate  \ 

A.  I  do  not  know.  I  never  tried  it.  I  expect  I  could,  if  anybody 
else  could. 

Q.  Well,  we  have  no  objection  to  the  gates  if  they  will  keep  them 
so  anybody  can  open  them.  We  have  no  objection  to  them  as  a  matter 
of  safety. 

A.  My  observation  has  been  that  there  are  more  people  killed  and 
injured  by  getting  on  and  off  of  trains  before  they  stop  than  in  any 
other  way.  My  idea  was  that  was  what  they  were  put  on  for — was  to 
prevent  that.    And  T  guess,  revenue  had  something  else  to  do  with  it. 

Kedirect-examination  by  Mr.  Brown  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  objection  to  the  railroads  receiving 
revenue  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  suppose  a  railroad  could  succeed  without 
revenue. 

Re-cross  examination  by  Mr.  Hennessey : 

Q.  Have  you  heard  any  objection  to  those  gates  ? 
A.  No,  sir,  I  have  not  heard  any. 

R.  M.  White,  being  produced,  sworn  and  examined  as  a  witness  on 
part  of  the  C.  &  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  testified  as  follows : 
Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Brown  : 

Q.  You  are  an  editor  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  I  suppose  your  contract  with  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad 
■Company  for  the  publication  of  their  time-card  in  your  paper  entitles 
you  to  transportation  over  their  road? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  have  ever  observed,  whether  in  your 
judgment  and  from  your  observation,  the  operation  of  this  rule  in  re- 
gard to  the  purchase  of  tickets  before  entering  cars  in  connection  with 
these  gates  is  conducive  or  detrimental  to  the  public  welfare. 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  have  observed  it  between  Mexico  and  St.  Louis. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  whether,  in  your  judgment  and  from  your  obser- 
vation, this  rule  is  conducive  or  detrimental  to  the  public  welfare  ? 

A.  I  do  not  see  how  it  could  hurt  the  public  welfare. 

Q.  Can  you  see  how  it  would  be  a  benefit  to  it  in  any  way? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  several  ways.  It  makes  it  a  great  deal  more  con- 
venient for  people  who  are  really  going  to  travel  and  who  want  to  be- 
come passengers  on  the  train.  There  is  not  a  half  a  dozen  people 
standing  talking  in  the  aisles  who  are  not  going  to  travel.  That  was 
very  annoying.  It  very  often  prevented  those  who  were  going  to 
travel  from  getting  seats  until  the  train  started  and  these  people  got 
off.  There  was  one  case  there — the  only  passenger  I  ever  knew  the 
Chicago  &  Alton  to  kill  in  Missouri,  they  killed  at  Mexico. 

Q.  How  did  it  occur? 

A.  It  was  supposed  he  got  up  out  of  his  sleeping  berth  in  his 
sleep  and  walked  off  the  platform  and  was  killed.  He  was  an  army 
officer  and  was  only  partly  clad.  Only  two  or  three  weeks  ago  a  citi- 
zen of  Mexico  fell  off  of  the  Wabash  train  at  VVentzville — Mr.  Bragg. 
Both  of  these  cases  I  happen  to  remember  at  this  time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  reasonable  objection  to  the  requirement 
of  purchasing  tickets  before  entering  the  train  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

Cross-examination  by  Mr.  Hennessey: 

Q.  What  is  the  public  sentiment,  so  far  as  you  have  heard,  in  your 
locality,  in  regard  to  this  regulation? 

A.  Well,  in  Mexico  so  far  as  I  have  heard  any  talk  about  it  at  all, 
they  are  all  in  favor  of  leaving  it  on.  I  heard  it  discussed  at  the  train 
yesterday.  It  came  up  on  account  of  our  party  being  there  getting 
ready  to  come  over  here.  The  people  at  Mexico  are  getting  used  to  it. 
At  first  there  was  some  dissatisfaction,  but  now  they  all  seem  to  think 
it  is  a  good  thing.  I  heard  several  persons  at  the  depot  there  yester- 
day express  themselves  as  in  favor  of  this  regulation. 
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Redirect  examination  by  Mr.  Brown  : 

Q.  What  class  of  people  did  you  hear  it  from  ? 

A.  There  was  a  merchant  at  the  depot  spoke  about  it ;  said  he  did 
not  see  any  objection  to  it.  I  heard  a  conversation  at  the  hotel  over 
in  Mexico.  One  of  the  men  was  a  traveling  man  ;  I  did  not  know  his 
name.  He  said  "dam  if  he  would  ride  on  a  road  where  he  could  not 
ride  with  the  conductor."  That  is  the  only  objection  I  have  ever  heard 
to  it  at  all. 

Hiram  Ricketts,  being  produced,  sworn  and  examined  as  a  witness 
on  part  of  the  C.  &  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  testified  as  follows : 

Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Brown: 

Q.  Where  do  you  reside  and  what  is  your  occupation  ? 
A.  Mexico,  Missouri;  am  cashier  of  a  bank. 

That  is  a  station  on  the  line  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

(>.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  have  had  occasion  to  observe  or  hear 
anything  in  regard  to  this  new  regulation  of  the  C.  &  A.  company,  re- 
quiring the  purchase  of  tickets  and  the  maintenance  of  gates  on  pas- 
senger trains  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  have  known  of  that. 

Q.  What  is  your  judgment  from  your  observation  and  experience, 
as  to  whether  it  is  conducive  or  detrimental  to  the  public  welfare  ? 

A.  I  am  in  favor  of  it.  I  think  it  is  better  ;  I  think  it  is  safer,  and 
I  think  the  railroads  have  a  right  to  sell  their  tickets — to  demand  that 
tickets  be  bought.    It  is  business. 

Q.  As  to  the  question  of  public  welfare,  aside  from  a  business  point 
of  view,  I  will  ask  you  whether  there  is  anything  in  the  requirement  that 
makes  it  oppressive  to  the  public.  Can  they  get  to  the  railroads  now 
just  as  conveniently  as  they  could  before  this  rule  was  put  in  force? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  they  can. 

Q.  My  question  is  whether  or  not  you  find  in  the  requirement  that 
tickets  shall  be  purchased  before  entering  the  car,  any  great  inconveni- 
ence or  detriment  to  the  public  welfare. 

A.  T  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  it  is  regarded  by  the  good  people  of  your 
section  ? 

A.  I  never  heard  a  word  said  against  it. 
Q.  Have  you  heard  it  talked  about? 

A.  Not  specially  ;  simply  heard  it  spoken  of  as  an  existing  fact. 
Q.  Ever  heard  any  objection  to  it  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  none.    As  for  myself,  I  am  positively  in  favor  of  it. 
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Q.  As  to  yourself,  you  think  it  a  wise  provision  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  men  will  go  on  the  platform:  you  can  not  keep  them 
off.  Since  they  will  go,  these  gates  prevent  them  from  falling  off.  It 
is  certainly  safer  on  that  account  if  not  otherwise. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  whether  or  not  you  have  ever  noticed  a  disposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  some  people  to  go  on  a  train  idly — people  who  are 
not  'going  to  travel  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  have  noticed  it  all  the  time. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  the  traveling  public  are  not  very  often  incon- 
venienced by  that? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  they  are.  It  might  be  a  great  annoyance 
if  the  trains  were  crowded  and  seats  hard  to  find.  It  might  also  sub- 
ject the  road  or  passengers  to  some  loss  provided  the  visitors  should 
be  inclined  to  steal. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  Are  not  most  of  these  people  going  on  the  train 
friends  of  the  persons  who  are  going  away  ? 

A.  Mostly  are,  sir ;  there  are  some  who  go  in  there  out  of  curiosity, 
and  some  who  have  a  designing  motive.  I  have  had  some  losses  of 
that  kind  myself. 

Cross-examination  by  Mr.  Walker : 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  acquainted  with  this  system  ? 

A.  Not  a  great  while. 

Q.  How  long  since  it  was  inaugurated? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  exactly.  I  have  been  on  the  cars  several 
times  since. 

Q.  Have  you  noticed  any  inconvenience  arising  from  this  rule  by 
people  not  being  able  to  get  on  the  train  ? 
A.  No,  sir,  I  have  not. 
Q.  How  often  do  you  go  on  the  train  ? 

A.  I  go  to  Kansas  City  or  St.  Louis,  perhaps,  once  a  month. 
Q.  Do  you  travel  on  the  local  trains  that  stop  at  all  the  stations  t 
A.  I  always  aim  to  travel  on  the  fastest  train.    It  does  not  stop 
at  all  the  points. 

Q.  My  point  was  to  ascertain  what  your  means  of  information  was 
with  regard  to  the  use  of  these  gates. 

A.  Rather  limited.  I  have  not  had  occasion  to  stop  at  all  of  these 
stations  and  see  its  thorough  workings. 

Q.  How  often  do  you  have  occasion  to  go  to  the  station  at  Mexico  ? 

A.  Never,  unless  I  am  going  somewhere,  or  go  to  meet  some 
friends. 
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Q.  You  have  no  interest  in  this  matter  in  any  way  except  as  a 
citizen  ! 

A.  None ;  no,  sir. 

Q.  This  is  simply  your  candid  opinion  you  have  given  to  this 
Board  I 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Based  on  such  information  as  you  were  enabled  to  get  on  the 
subject ! 

A.  Based  ou  my  limited  information.  In  other  words,  it  suits  me 
to  a  dot.  That  is  my  personal  opinion,  not  based  on  what  I  have  heard. 
I  have  not  heard  the  subject  discussed,  nor  have  I  studied  it  particu- 
larly, because  I  did  not  have  any  more  than  a  personal  interest  in  the 
matter. 

B.  F.  Dobbins,  being  produced,  sworn  and  examined,  testified  as 
follows  : 

Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Brown: 

Q.  Where  do  you  live,  Mr.  Dobbins  ? 
A.  I  live  in  Mexico. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  have  observed  the  workings  of  the  new 
system  by  which  passengers  are  required  to  purchase  and  show  their 
tickets  to  gate-keepers  before  entering  a  car? 

A.  I  have. 

Q.  State  whether  or  not.  in  your  judgment,  the  present  system  is 
conducive  or  detrimental  to  the  interests  and  convenience  of  the  travel- 
ing public  ! 

A.  I  think  it  is  conducive  to  the  welfare  of  the  traveling  public. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  hardship  in  the  method  which  has  been 
adopted  of  selling  tickets,  or  requiring  tickets  to  be  purchased,  before 
entering  the  train  I 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation,  Mr.  Dobbins  ? 

A.  I  have  been  in  the  drug  business,  but  sold  out  a  short  time  ago. 
At  present  I  am  not  engaged  in  any  particular  calling. 

Q.  You  may  state  to  the  Commission  whether  there  is  any  differ- 
ence in  the  orderly  entrance  to  and  getting  off  of  the  trains  ? 

A.  I  see  a  good  deal. 

Q.  What  is  the  operation  of  it  % 

A.  I  noticed  it  yesterday.  There  was  a  big  crowd  got  off  and  a 
big  crowd  got  on — I  suppose  about  20  persons ;  I  noticed  they  got  off 
in  good  order;  the  gate-keeper  got  them  off  in  good  shape.  As  soon 
as  the  last  man  was  off  this  crowd  got  on. 
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Q.  Was  there  any  unreasonable  delay  ? 

A.  Nothing,  only  one  man  did  not  have  a  ticket.  The  gate-keeper 
told  him  he  would  have  to  get  a  ticket  before  he  could  get  on,  and  he 
went  and  got  his  ticket  and  was  back  with  it  before  all  of  the  people 
bad  gotten  on  the  train. 

Q.  Did  he  make  any  objection  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Any  complaint? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  observe  whether  or  not  it  was  any  hardship  to  him  to 
have  to  walk  a  few  steps  back  and  get  bis  ticket"? 
A.  It  was  no  hardship. 

Q.  Was  it  any  fault  of  the  company  that  this  man  did  not  have 
his  ticket  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  he  was  sitting  around  the  depot  about  half  an  hour 
before  the  train  came  in,  I  reckon. 

Q.  Did  not  know  he  had  to  have  a  ticket? 
A.  Probably. 

Q.  State  whether  or  not  in  your  opinion  it  is  conducive  to  the 
public  safety  or  detrimental  to  the  public  safety  and  convenience  to 
maintain  this  system  of  gate  and  rule  requiring  passengers  to  purchase 
tickets  before  allowing  them  to  enter  a  train. 

A.  I  think  it  is  altogether  conducive  to  the  public  safety. 

Cross-examination  by  Mr.  Walker  : 

Q.  What  have  been  your  means  of  information  in  regard  to  the 
workings  of  this  system  ? 

A.  I  have  traveled  up  and  down  the  road  and  been  around  the 
depot  a  good  deal. 

Q.  Your  means  of  information  would  be  what  jou  would  observe 
from  being  around  the  depot  at  Mexico  and  way  stations? 

A.  I  have  noticed  it  at  other  places. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  noticed  any  inconvenience  arising  from  the  use 
of  this  system  ? 
A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Ever  notice  any  trouble  in  getting  on  or  getting  off  of  trains'? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  think  they  get  off  better  than  they  ever  did. 

Q.  How  often  are  you  down  at  the  depot  ? 

A.  J  have  been  down  five  or  six  times  during  the  last  month. 
Mr.  Hennessey:  What  interest  have  you  got  in  this  case  ? 

A.  No  interest  at  all.  Mr.  Lackland  just  heard  me  say  something 
about  what  I  thought  about  it. 
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Q.  (by  Mr.  Walker):  You  just  ciine  over  here  by  request  to  tell 
what  you  knew  about  the  matter,  as  I  understand  it  ) 

A.  That  is  all  on  earth.    That  is  all  the  interest  I  have  in  it. 

W.  B.  Hook,  being  produced,  sworn  and  examined  as  a  witness  on 
part  of  the  C.  &  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  testified  as  follows : 

Q.  Where  do  you  live  ? 

A.  I  make  Mexico  my  headquarters. 

Q.  Have  you  any  interest  in  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad? 
A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  Directly  or  indirectly  \ 
A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  State  whether  or  not  you  have  observed  the  operation  of  this 
new  system  requiring  passengers  to  purchase  tickets  and  show  their 
tickets  or  transportation,  and  the  maintenance  of  gates. 

A.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  have. 

Q.  To  what  extent  \ 

A.  I  have  been  traveling  about  three-fourths  of  my  time  between 
St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City  since  they  started  it. 
Q.  Do  you  use  its  way  trains  that  have  gates  t 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  whether  or  not  the  traveling  public  is  benefited  or  detri- 
mentally affected  by  the  maintenance  of  these  gates. 

A.  I  think  they  are  benefited,  for  the  simple  reason  that  under  the 
old  style  of  doing  business  a  great  many  darkeys  were  always  coming 
to  and  into  the  trains.  Whenever  one  was  going  to  leave,  the  whole 
town  would  come  down  to  see  him  off.  They  would  all  come  to  the 
depot  and  then  come  on  the  train  and  stand  there  and  talk,  and  I  would 
have  to  wait  three  or  four  times  as  long  as  I  do  now  before  I  could 
get  a  seat. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  as  a  traveling  man  who  uses  the  road  frequently, 
would  you  prefer  to  purchase  a  ticket  or  show  your  transportation  be- 
fore entering  the  car  yourself,  or  not? 

A.  I  would  prefer  tickets.  I  i3arry  mileage  myself;  in  fact,  my 
contract  with  my  company  compels  me  to  carry  mileage. 

Q.  How  many  grips  do  you  carry  % 

A.  Three  or  four. 

Q.  Can  you  get  on  the  car  as  conveniently  now  as  you  could 
before  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  more  so,  for  I  do  not  have  to  pass  anybody  now. 
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Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  it  is  not  true,  and  to  a  very  considerable  ex- 
tent, that  people  remain  on  the  cars  until  they  have  started  who  are 
not  passengers,  and  then  jump  off  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :    Could  you  not  wait  until  all  the  people  got  on  ? 
A.  I  suppose  I  could  if  I  wanted  to  wait  that  long. 
Q.  ( by  Mr.  Brown  ) :    If  you  were  to  wait  until  the  train  was  about 
to  start,  would  you  not  be  putting  your  life  in  jeopardy  to  that  extent  ?' 
A.  I  think  I  would. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  objection  to  the  enforcement  of  this  rule 
as  a  traveling  man  whose  opinion  is  unbiased. 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  safety  of  it  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  more  safe.  Some  people  are  always  in  a  hurry; 
they  always  want  to  jump  off  before  the  train  stops.  I  remember  one 
case  over  here  at  Moberly,  a  Mr.  Sly;  he  was  in  a  hurry  to  see  a  cus- 
tomer, and  before  the  train  stopped  he  jumped  off  and  sprained  his 
ankle.    He  sued  the  company  for  damages,  and  got  it  too. 

Cross-examination  by  Mr.  Walker : 

Q.  Your  observations  are  largely  based  on  its  personal  advantages 
to  you  f 

A.  No,  sir;  I  find  that  nine-tenths  of  the  men  of  my  profession 
are  the  leading  objectors  to  the  gates. 

Q.  Some  of  them  think  they  will  be  overlooked  on  the  train,  and 
in  that  way  escape  paying  the  fare? 

A.  Those  are  drummers,  not  traveling  men  ;  traveling  men  do  not 
do  that. 

Mr.  Hennessey :    How  long  have  you  been  traveling  ? 
A.  Four  years. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  Did  you  never  make  a  dicker  with  the  conductor  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  as  I  said  before,  my  contract  with  the  company  com- 
pels me  to  carry  mileage;  it  would  not  help  me  any,  for  1  would  get 
just  the  same;  it  is  wholly  immaterial  to  me. 

Charles  Rogers,  being  produced,  sworn  and  examined  as  a  witness 
on  part  of  the  C.  &  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  testified  as  follows: 

Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Brown  : 

Q.  Will  you  state  to  the  Commission  what  is  your  occupation? 
A.  I  am  just  now  a  passenger  brakeman. 
Q.  On  the  Chicago  &  Alton  road? 
A.  Yes,  eir. 


165 


Q.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in  that  business  ? 

A.  Four  or  five  years. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  railroading? 

A.  Between  four  and  five  years. 

Q.  Where  do  you  run  ? 

A.  Between  Blooinington  and  St.  Louis. 

Q.  Have  you  had  experience  on  trains  both  with  and  without  these 
gates ! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  to  the  Commission  what  is  the  effect  on  the  traveling 
public,  taking  into  consideration  their  convenience  and  safety,  whether 
it  is  detrimental  or  advantageous  to  require  tickets  to  be  bought 
before  entering  the  cars,  and  the  use  of  the  gates. 

A.  The  gates  were  put  on  before  we  knew  what  they  were  put* on 
for.  When  I  first  saw  the  gates  I  thought  that  they  were  a  good  thing, 
both  for  the  safety  of  the  traveling  public  and  for  myself  as  an  em- 
ploye. Those  in  the  service  know  best  what  is  for  the  safety  of  pas- 
sengers. I  can  call  to  mind  several  instances  where  gates  would  have 
served  a  good  purpose.  Speaking  of  people  going  with  friends  to  the 
depot,  I  call  to  mind  now  a  case  that  occurred  at  Greenville,  111.  I 
had  loaded  the  passengers,  as  I  supposed.  There  was  a  lady  who  had 
gone  on  the  train  whom  I  supposed  was  a  passenger.  I  gave  the  con- 
ductor the  signal  that  it  was  all  right.  He  gave  the  engineer  the  signal 
to  go  and  the  train  started.  I  stepped  up  on  the  platform,  and  I  saw 
a.  lady  start  through  the  window  of  the  car.  I  saw  she  was  excited  and 
wanted  to  get  off.  As  she  came  out  the  door  I  got  hold  of  her  and  told 
her  she  could  not  jump  off.  I  had  to  hold  on  to  her  by  main  force  to 
keep  her  from  jumping,  until  the  conductor  pulled  the  bell-cord  and 
the  train  was  stopped.  Of  course  if  we  had  had  the  present  system 
she  would  not  have  been  on  there. 

Q.  State  what  you  know  as  to  the  facility  with  which  the  con- 
ductor can  transact  his  business. 

A.  There  is  no  question  but  what  the  conductor  can  work  his 
train  much  better  and  faster  where  all  the  passengers  have  tickets.  I 
say  "work,"  forthat  is  the  word  we  use.  I  mean  a  conductor  can  col- 
lect tickets  much  faster  than  he  can  make  change.  If  there  is  anyone 
anywhere  who  will  try  to  miss  the  conductor,  it  is  some  one  who  has 
not  got  a  ticket.    I  have  seen  them  try  in  every  conceivable  way. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  whether  or  not  the  readiness  with  which  a  con- 
ductor can  transact  his  business  is  or  is  not  conducive  to  the  welfare 
of  the  passengers  on  the  train. 
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A.  Yes,  sir,  it  certainly  is  conducive,  because  it  gives  him  more- 
time  to  attend  to  the  running  of  his  train. 

Q.  Something  was  said  this  morning  with  regard  to  the  quickness 
proportionately  speaking.  Does  it  take  longer  to  collect  a  ticket  or 
make  change  ? 

A.  It  is  pretty  hard  to  tell  just  how  much  quicker  a  man  can  col- 
lect tickets  than  he  can  make  change.  Some  of  the  passengers  will 
have  the  exact  change;  some  of  them  will  give  you  the  biggest  bill 
they  have,  thinking  the  conductor  cannot  make  the  change.  The  con- 
ductor just  can  not  make  change  as  quick  as  he  could  collect  the 
tickets>  no  matter  if  each  passenger  had  the  exact  change. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  the  conductor  is  not  frequently  asked  ques- 
tions— can  you  give  the  extent  of  that? 

A.  I  can  not  give  the  extent  of  it. 

Q.  Why  not  ? 

A.  Because  the  questions  are  so  numerous  and  so  varied.  It 
would  be  impossible  to  give  the  extent  of  it. 

Q.  Can  a  conductor  answer  all  these  questions — does  he  have  the 
time? 

A.  He  can  not  do  it.  I  have  made  it  a  practice  to  follow  the 
conductor  to  answer  these  questions,  so  that  he  may  have  time  to 
attend  to  his  train.    I  answer  these  questions  as  much  as  I  can. 

Q.  Are  there  any  other  little  attentions  required  by  passengers? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  such  as  assistance  in  getting  on  and  off  the  train;, 
asking  how  long  they  will  be  at  a  certain  station  ;  when  they  will  get 
there,  etc.  In  fact,  all  kinds  of  questions  are  asked  and  answers 
expected. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  whether  or  not  you  can  discharge  your  duties  a& 
well,  considering  your  duty  to  the  company  and  to  the  traveling 
public,  where  there  are  no  gates  and  where  people  are  admitted  with 
or  without  tickets,  if  you  can  discharge  your  duty  to  the  company  and 
to  the  public  as  well  under  the  old  as  under  the  new  system. 

A.  It  is  better  for  me  under  the  new. 

Q.  Can  you  do  your  duty  to  the  traveling  public  better? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  for  this  reason :  Take  the  old  system  at  a  meeting 
point  for  two  trains.  Of  course,  being  the  brakeman,  I  have  to  get  off 
and  let  the  train  in  on  the  side-track.  There  are  always  some  people 
that  do  not  pay  any  attention  to  what  you  are  doing  or  what  you  are 
meeting;  because  you  have  stopped  they  want  to  get  off.  Under  the 
old  system  they  could  do  it,  because  there  was  no  one  there  to  watch 
them  but  the  conductor,  and  he  could  not  be  in  all  the  cars  at  once. 
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With  the  gates,  they  have  to  stay  ou  until  we  get  to  the  station  and  let 
them  off. 

Mr.  Hennessey — Did  you  ever  know  of  ony  one  being  killed  under 
circumstances  of  that  kind? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  I  can  call  one  to  mind  now,  and  I  think  there 
are  some  here  today  who  will  remember  a  man  being  killed  at  Mitchell,. 
Illinois.  We  had  to  meet  train  No.  39,  and  we  went  in  on  the  passenger 
track.  As  soon  as  we  stopped  a  man  got  up  and  jumped  off  right  in 
front  of  39,  and  was  killed. 

Q.  Was  that  before  you  had  stopped  or  while  you  were  moving? 

A.  It  was  after  we  had  stopped. 

Q.  (  by  Mr.  Brown) :  Now,  in  regard  to  purchasing  tickets  :  do  you 
know  of  any  great  inconvenience  or  hardship  being  worked  on  the 
passengers  by  reason  of  this  rule  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  Ticket  offices  are  geuerally  open  in  plenty  of  time  for 
all  passengers  to  get  their  tickets. 

Q.  Now  I  will  ask  you  whether  it  is,  or  not  to  the  convenience  of 
passengers  that  no  one  be  allowed  to  come  on  the  train  except  those 
intending  to  take  passage 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  it  is  to  the  convenience  of  passengers.  That 
is  one  thing  that  has  caused  a  great  deal  of  trouble.  St.  Louis  is  a 
good  sample  of  a  place  where  everybody  who  comes  to  the  depot 
with  friends  wants  to  get  on  the  train.  Most  everybody  that  gets  on 
will  stay  on  until  the  train  has  started  oris  just  ready  to  start.  I  have 
very  frequently  had  to  come  in  the  train  and  clear  the  aisles  so  people 
who  were  passengers  could  get  a  seat. 

Q.  Then  in  your  judgment  it  adds  to  the  comfort  of  the  passen- 
gers ? 

A.  It  certainly  does. 

Q.  Are  you  aware  of  anything  in  this  rule  that  acts  detrimentally 
to  the  public  comfort  and  welfare  ? 

A.  I  cannot  think  of  anything.  They  might  not  get  on  the  cars 
quite  as  fast  as  they  could  under  the  old  system,  but  at  the  same  time 
they  will  get  on  with  more  convenience  to  themselves,  and  the  train  is 
perfectly  willing  to  stand  there  until  they  all  get  on. 

Q.  Do  you  find  that  you  have  to  run  more  rapidly  between  sta- 
tions than  you  did  before  ! 

A.  There  is  occasionally  a  delay  that  causes  a  little  faster  running, 
but  I  have  never  seen  any  running  on  those  trains  that  I  considered 
dangerous.  I  have  never  heard  any  of  the  traveling  public  complain 
of  it. 
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Cross-examination  by  Mr.  Walker  : 

Q.  On  how  much  of  your  run  is  the  gate  system  in  use  ? 

A.  I  suppose  it  is  about  70  miles — from  Roodhonse,  Illinois,  to  St. 
Louis. 

Q.  Do  you  notice  any  difficulty  in  persons  who  are  late  getting  to 
the  trains  getting  on  after  they  have  procured  their  tickets  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  I  ever  noticed  but  one  really  unneces- 
sary delay.  There  were  a  couple  of  traveling  men  ;  they  tried  to  get 
on  without  tickets ;  I  told  them  they  would  have  to  get  tickets  before 
they  would  be  admitted  to  the  car.  I  timed  them,  and  it  took  those 
two  men  just  three  minutes  to  go  back  a  few  steps  and  get  their 
tickets  and  show  them  to  me.  I  noticed  they  kept  looking  back  and 
smiling  at  each  other  and  talking  all  the  time  they  could  before  they 
would  show  them  to  me.  It  seemed  to  be  a  systematic  delay  on  their 
part. 

Mr.  Hennessey — Have  you  ever  known  of  a  train  you  were  on  of 
the  engine  throwing  off  the  side-rod  because  of  fast  running? 

A.  No,  sir,  never  have  seen  one  thrown.  I  have  seen  eccentrics 
broken,  but  not  on  that  account. 

Mr.  Brown — That  was  not  brought  about  by  the  purchase  of  a 
ticket  ! 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Walker:  You  have  not  noticed,  then,  any  inconveni- 
ence to  passengers  in  getting  on  or  off  the  trains  by  reason  of  these 
gates  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  have  not. 

Q.  Any  difficulty  in  ladies  getting  on  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Any  difficulty  with  old  people — old  ladies  and  old  men  trying 
to  get  on  or  off  the  train  ? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  What  dissatisfaction — ,do  you  know  of  any — 
what  is  the  public  sentiment  along  the  line  of  road  where  you  run? 

A.  As  to  public  sentiment,  I  do  not  know  as  I  could  speak  of  that 
intelligently.  About  all  the  public  sentiment  I  hear  is  on  the  train. 
So  far  as  I  have  heard,  at  least  eight-tenths  of  the  complaints  have 
come  from  what  is  known  as  traveling  men.  I  have  never  heard  them 
give  any  reason  for  it,  only  they  thought  it  was  a  nuisance. 

U.  G.  Brookover,  being  produced,  sworn  and  examined  as  a  wit- 
ness on  part  of  the  0.  &  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  testified  as  follows: 
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Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Brown  : 
Q.  What  is  your  business  f 
A.  Train  gateinan. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in  the  railroad  business  ? 

A.  For  the  last  twelve  years. 

Q.  In  what  departments  \ 

A.  In  train  service  and  office  work. 

Q.  What  part  of  train  service  ? 

A.  I  broke  for  three  years  and  a  half  on  [the  O.  H.  &  D.  running 
out  of  Dayton  to  Cincinnati.  After  leaving  there  I  commenced  doing 
office  work  for  the  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  at  work  for  the  Chicago  &  Alton? 

A.  Since  last  July,  as  train  gateman. 

Q,  What  are  your  duties  ? 

A.  My  duties  are  to  see  that  people  do  not  board  the  train  with- 
out jproper  transportation;  to  see  that  people  visiting  trains  do  not 
board  them  ;  and  when  we  arrive  at  stations,  to  see  that  no  one  is  per- 
mitted to  come  down  the  steps  or  on  the  platform  before  the  train  is 
fully  stopped. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  whether  or  not  you  have  observed  any  incon- 
venience to  the  traveling  public,  by  reason  of  being  required  to  pur- 
chase tickets  before  entering  trains,  or  by  reason  of  these  gates? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  have  not. 

Q.  Judging  from  your  experience  as  a  railroad  mau,  state  whether 
or  not  you  think  this  system  is  conducive  or  detrimental  to  the  con- 
venience of  the  traveling  public. 

A.  The  first  advantage  the  new  system  has  over  the  old  is,  it  does 
not  permit  any  one  to  board  the  train  until  all  the  passengers  are  dis- 
charged. At  the  same  time  it  avoids  a  rush  of  people  getting  on  the 
train  when  there  is  quite  a  number  to  get  aboard.  We  keep  them  all 
oflf  until  everybody  is  unloaded.  When  we  start  to  load  them  they 
pass  right  on  without  any  stop,  and  pass  right  into  the  car  and  are 
seated  without  any  confusion. 

Q.  Now,  in  regard  to  the  safety  or  danger  to  the  passenger. 

A.  I  think  it  is  a  decided  advantage  in  that  respect.  In  leaving 
stations  the  train  gateman  invariably  is  on  the  step  until  after  they 
leave  the  platform,  for  he  stands  down  there  to  see  that  the  conductor 
and  brakemen  get  on  the  train.  He  does  not  shut  the  gate  until  they 
get  aboard ;  then  he  shuts  the  gates  and  locks  them.  On  arriving  at 
stations  he  stands  on  the  steps  and  does  not  let  any  one  get  off  until 
the  train  comes  to  a  stand-still. 
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Q.  In  jour  experience  as  a  brakeman  on  this  road  and  other  roads., 
I  will  get  you  to  state  to  the  Commission  whether  or  not  there  is  not 
a  great  deal  of  trouble  caused  by  allowing  people  who  are  not  passen- 
gers to  come  in  and  out  of  the  car  at  their  pleasure — trouble  and  in- 
convenience  caused  both  to  passengers  and  to  the  employes  of  the 
road  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  there  is  now.  Under  the  old  system  you  would  find 
passengers  looking  for  seats,  especially  ladies.  I  have  seen  ladies  stand- 
ing in  the  aisle  with  their  baggage  in  their  hands  looking  for  a  seat.  At 
the  same  time  there  would  be  persons  on  the  train,  occupying  these  seats,, 
who  did  not  intend  to  become  passengers,  but  were  sitting  there  visiting 
with  their  friends.  As  soon  as  the  train  was  ready  to  start,  or  had  started, 
they  would  jump  up  and  rush  off,  and  very  often  we  would  have  to  stop 
and  let  them  off.  As  soon  as  they  were  out  of  the  way  there  would  be 
a  number  of  vacant  seats.  This  occurs  at  terminals  as  well  as  at  way 
stations. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :   How  long  do  you  stop  at  way  stations? 

A.  Sometimes  from  a  minute  and  a  half  to  two  or  three  minutes. 

Q.  (  by  Mr.  Brown  ) :  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  passengers  have 
suffered  loss  from  thieves  going  through  the  train  who  were  not  pas- 
sengers ? 

A.  I  have  known  in  my  experience  quite  often  where  things  have 
been  missing  from  the  train. 

Q.  Now  in  regard  to  passengers  getting  on  or  wanting  to  get  on 
trains  with  a  wrong  ticket.    Have  you  had  any  experience  in  regard  ta 

that? 

A.  It  is  an  every-day  occurrence,  especially  at  KansRS  City  and 
St.  Louis  ;  also  at  Roodhouse  and  Mexico  and  quite  often  at  Clark. 
We  often  have  people  who  want  to  get  on  our  trains  who  have  tickets 
over  other  roads.  At  Kansas  City  we  often  have  persons  who  want 
to  get  on  our  trains  who  simply  have  an  order  for  tickets.  They  have 
not  presented  this  order  for  tickets,  but  insist  that  they  want  to  get 
on— that  they  have  tickets,  when  all  they  have  is  this  order  for  a  ticket. 
These  orders  are  given  for  a  ticket  to  points  beyond  the  road  they 
came  in  on. 

Q.  Now  with  regard  to  taking  the  wrong  train  before  the  new 
system  was  adopted  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  we  very  often  had  people  get  on  the  wrong  train. 

Cross  examination  by  Mr.  Walker: 

Q.  How  many  gatemen  are  there  to  a  train? 
A.  Two  gatemen  to  each  train. 
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Q.  Is  that  regardless  of  the  number  of  passenger  cars  in  the 
train  1 

A.  No,  sir;  two  gatemen  are  supposed  to  handle  three  cars.  The 
first  gateman  takes  his  place  between  the  rear  end  of  the  smoking  car 
and  the  forward  end  of  the  first  ladies'  coach ;  the  second  gateman 
takes  his  place  at  the  rear  end  of  the  first  ladies'  coach  and  the  forward 
end  of  the  last  coach. 

Q.  Let  me  understand  you.  Here  are  the  ends  of  two  coaches. 
There  is  a  gate  opened  here.  Do  I  understand  you  that  one  gateman 
attends  to  the  open  gates  off  each  of  these  coaches  ? 

A.  Tn  case  there  are  quite  a  number  of  people  to  get  off  we  open 
both  gates.  The  gateman  stands  right  in  between  two  cars.  Where 
there  are  not  so  many  people  we  only  open  one  gate.  We  then  open 
the  gate  at  the  ladies'  coach  and  they  pass  in  and  out  at  that  gate. 

Q.  Suppose  there  were  four  or  five  coaches — there  would  be  one 
gateman  to  each  of  these  entrances? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Wherever  there  is  an  entrance  or  exit  there  is  a  gateman? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

(Here  Mr.  Chappell  explained  to  the  Attorney  General  the  working 
of  the  gate  system,  using  lead  pencils  to  represent  the  cars.) 

Mr.  Hennessey :  Who  has  charge  of  the  train,  the  gateman  or 
conductor  I 

A.  The  conductor. 

Q.  Mr.  HenLeesey :  Can  he  start  the  train  without  a  signal  from 
you? 

A,  No,  sir ;  we  have  charge  while  the  train  is  at  the  station.  The 
conductor  has  charge  while  the  train  is  in  transit.  He  can  not  start 
the  train  out  of  a  station  until  we  give  him  the  signal. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  Then  you  are  responsible  for  it.  Unless  by  your 
permission,  the  conductor  could  not  move  that  train  under  any  circum- 
stances out  of  a  station. 

A.  How  is  that  \ 

Mr.  Hennessey :    Unless  by  your  permission,  a  conductor  could 
not  move  a  train  from  the  station  under  any  circumstances. 
A.  Oh  yes;  yes,  indeed. 
Mr.  Hennessey  :    That  is  my  information. 

A.  We  do  not  hold  that  much  authority.  Our  object  is  to  tell  him 
when  the  passengers  are  all  on  or  off  the  train.  That  is  what  our  sig- 
nals are  for.  He  can  hold  the  train  as  long  as  he  wants  to,  or  start  it 
as  soon  as  he  pleases,  after  he  is  informed  that  the  passengers  are 
all  on. 
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Q.  (by  Mr.  Walker:  Do  not  a  great  many  people  come  up  to  you 
and  want  to  get  on  the  train  who  have  not  tickets,  and  have  to  go  back 
to  the  depot  and  get  them  ? 

A.  When  the  system  was  first  introduced  we  had  quite  a  number. 
At  present  they  are  very  few.    They  will  not  average  one  a  day. 

Michael  Sheehan,  being  produced,  sworn  and  examined  as  a  wit- 
nets  on  the  part  of  the  C.  &  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  testified  as  follows : 
Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Brown : 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation,  Mr.  Sheehan  ? 

A.  Train-master,  Kansas  City  division. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  any  experience  on  the  railroads  as  a  con- 
ductor ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  have  had  experience  both  as  passenger  and  freight 
conductor. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  if  you  have  observed  the  operation  of 
this  new  rale  on  the  trains  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  road,  requiring  pas- 
sengers to  purchase  and  show  their  tickets  before  entering  cars,  and 
the  use  of  these  gates  ? 

A.  I  have  watched  it  very  closely. 

Q.  I  will  get  you  to  state,  from  your  judgment,  whether  this  rule 
is  a  detriment  or  benefit  to  the  traveling  public. 
A.  I  think  it  is  a  benefit. 
Q.  In  your  opinion  this  rule  is  a  benefit  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir  ;  in  various  ways. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  it  increases  public  safety,  in  your  opinion  I 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  have  recently  observed  any  actual  event 
which  would  help  to  throw  any  light  on  this  question,  and  enable  the 
Commission  to  judge  of  its  workings? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  there  was  an  instance  occurred  about  six  weeks  ago. 
I  was  not  a  witness  to  the  injuries  to  the  parties,  but  I  afterward 
assisted  the  lady.  A  gentleman  and  his  wife  got  on  a  train  at  Kaneas 
City,  on  which  we  did  not  have  any  gates.  They  were  not  used  to 
traveling,  I  should  judge.  I  think  the  man  told  me  afterward  it  was 
his  first  trip  on  a  railroad.  In  coming  into  Slater  they  thought  it  was 
a  flag  station,  and  the  train  would  not  stop  there,  as  was  the  case  at  the 
little  station  where  they  lived.  When  the  station  was  called  he  spoke 
to  his  wife  and  told  her  to  come  on,  that  the  train  did  not  stop  there, 
and  they  would  have  to  jump  off.  This  conversation  I  had  from  the 
man  afterward.  We  were  going  by  an  elevator  rather  slow,  and  he 
thought  it  was  the  station.   He  got  down  on  the  steps  and  jumped  off. 
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He  was  thrown  under  a  box-car  and  had  his  head  cut  pretty  badly,  and 
was  otherwise  injured.  Just  as  we  got  to  the  station,  but  before  the 
train  had  stopped,  his  wife  being  excited  at  seeing  her  husband  fall  and 
get  hurt,  stepped  off  on  the  platform  and  fell  backward  and  was  hurt. 
1  was  a  few  feet  away  and  saw  the  crowd,  and  went  up  to  see  what 
was  the  matter.  We  picked  the  lady  up  and  took  her  into  the  depot, 
and  then  went  to  look  for  her  husband.  We  found  him  lying  on  the 
track  unconscious,  and  he  did  not  come  to  for  half  an  hour.  I  thought 
if  there  had  been  gates  on  that  train,  that  would  not  have  occurred. 
Cross-examination  by  Mr.  Walker: 

Q.  The  result  of  this  system,  as  I  understand  it,  is  to  keep  any- 
body except  those  connected  with  the  management  of  a  train  from 
getting  on  or  off,  except  when  the  train  is  standing  still  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  right. 

<L>.  That  is  the  ultimate  purpose  of  it! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  attempt  to  do  that  at  all  the  stations  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

(c>.  Nobody  except  the  crew  can  get  on  or  off  a  train  except  when 
it  is  standing  still  ! 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Re-direct  examination  by  Mr.  Brown: 

Q.  Explain  about  the  ability  of  a  conductor  to  attend  to  his  duties 
under  the  new  system  as  compared  with  the  old,  Mr.  Sheehan. 

A.  I  know  from  practical  experience  that  a  conductor  can  work  a 
train,  check  his  passengers,  pay  attention  to  their  tickets  and  look 
after  them  as  to  their  destination,  etc.  I  can  work  at  least,  at  the  very 
least,  five  cars  under  the  new  system  while  I  would  be  working  one 
under  the  old,  where  there  would  be  half  fares  and  half  tickets. 

Q.  Five  cars  to  one? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  a  great  deal  of  trouble  to  collect  fares  and  make 
change ;  that  is  all  eliminated  by  parties  having  tickets. 
Q.  What  is  the  effect  of  that? 

A.  I  have  more  time  to  read  my  orders  over  and  more  time  to  look 
after  my  train. 

Q.  What  orders  ? 

A.  Orders  for  meeting  trains  of  inferior  or  the  same  class.  The 
neglect  or  overlooking  of  one  of  these  orders  means  disaster. 

Q.  Have  you  in  mind  now  any  disaster  occurring  recently  by 
reason  of  the  conductor  having  overlooked  his  orders  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  on  the  Grand  Trunk,  over  at  Battle  Creek. 


174 


Q.  Then  your  judgment  is  that  this  system  is  conducive  to  the 

safety  of  the  traveling-  public? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

U.  H.  Noland,  being  produced,  sworn  and  examined  as  a  witness 
on  part  of  the  C.  &  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  testified  as  follows  : 
Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Brown  : 

Q.  What  is  jour  occupation  ? 

A.  Train-master. 

Q.  On  what  road  ! 

A.  The  Chicago  &  Alton. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  any  experience  as  conductor? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  just  heard  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Sheehan  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  whether  you  concur  in  his  opinion  as  to  the 
merits  of  this  system  ? 
A.  I  do,  sir. 

Q.  Hi^ve  you  any  further  reasons  to  give  to  this  Commission  in 
support  of  your  opinion  ? 

A.  I  would  say,  in  addition  to  what  Mr.  Sheehan  has  said,  that  I 
was  conductor  on  a  train  when  a  young  man  lost  both  feet  at  Slater,  by 
reason  of  there  being  no  gates. 

Q.  How  did  it  occur  % 

A.  It  was  on  Sunday  evening,  if  I  am  not  mistaken.  We  had 
stopped  there  to  change  engines.  A  young  man  went  on  the  train 
with  some  friends  and  took  a  seat.  Just  after  we  had  started  and  had 
probably  gone  two  or  three  car  lengths,  he  got  up  in  a  hurry  and  made 
a  rush  for  the  door.  He  ran  out  of  the  train,  down  on  the  steps  and 
jumped  off.  The  porter  was  just  coming  up  to  get  on  the  train.  As 
the  young  man  jumped  he  struck  the  porter  and  was  thrown  backward 
under  the  train,  and  both  feet  were  cut  off. 

Q.  Do  you  consider  it  conducive  or  detrimental  to  the  traveling 
public  to  admit  people  to  the  train  who  are  not  passengers  ? 

A.  I  consider  it  a  detriment. 

Q.  Upon  the  whole,  do  you  know  of  any  hardship  which  has  been 
done,  either  to  the  public  or  any  one,  by  requiring  them  to  purchase 
tickets  before  entering  the  cars  % 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  extent  of  your  experience  as  conductor  t 
A.  T  commenced  running  a  train  the  3ist  day  of  December,  1879. 
I  occupied  that  position  until  the  15th  day  of  last  February. 
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Mr.  Hennessey  :  Yon  never  made  any  mistakes  in  your  orders  on 
account  of  collecting  fares,  did  you  ? 
A.  No,  sir  ;  I  must  say  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  You  always  checked  up  your  fares  without  letting 
auy  of  them  get  away  ? 

A.  I  have  let  lots  of  them  get  away. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  If  you  were  looking  for  a  position  on  another 
road  today,  you  would  not  acknowledge  that,  would  you  J? 

A.  I  would  not  be  the  least  bit  ashamed  to  acknowledge  it  any- 
where.   It  is  the  truth. 

W.  R.  Wright,  being  produced,  sworn  and  examined  as  a  witness 
on  part  of  the  C.  &  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  testified  as  follows: 

Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Brown  : 
Q.  What  is  your  business  ? 
A.  Train-master. 

Q.  On  the  Chicago  &  Alton  road  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  any  experience  as  conductor? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  what  extent  \ 

A.  I  run  a  train  for  eight  years. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  whether  this  new  system  requiring  the  purchase 
of  tickets  or  of  presenting  transportation  before  entering  trains  is,  in 
your  opinion,  conducive  or  detrimental  to  the  public  welfare. 

A.  I  consider  it  very  conducive. 

Q.  Do  you  regard  it  as  advantageous  to  the  railroad  company? 
A.  Yes,  sir,  I  do. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Nolan  and  Mr.  Sheehan  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  whether  or  not  you  concur  in  their  statements. 
A.  Yes,  sir,  I  do. 

Q.  Would  you  add  anything  further  from  your  own  observation? 

A.  I  can  add  nothing  further  only,  as  to  the  way  our  trains  are 
loaded  at  Kansas  City.  I  have  known  as  many  as  12  or  15  passengers 
to  be  sent  away  from  our  trains — persons  who  held  tickets  over  other 
lines  and  had  made  a  mistake  in  the  train. 

Q.  In  your  opinion,  then,  it  aids  in  that  respect? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  with  reference  to  persons  going  to  a  point  where  the  train 
does  not  stop  ? 
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A.  Yes,  sir;  before  this  new  system  was  used  we  had  to  send  per- 
sons back  nearly  every  day  that  had  got  on  the  wrong  train.  With  our 
new  system  they  can  not  do  that.  If  the  train  does  not  stop  at  their 
station  they  are  not  allowed  to  get  on. 

No  cross-examination. 

Closed. 


The  proceedings  were  then  continued  by  the  introduction  of  wit- 
nesses who  were  opposed  to  the  rule  requiring  the  purchase  of  tickets 
and  showing  of  tickets  or  transportation  to  gate-keepers  before  being 
allowed  to  enter  the  cars. 

John  T.  Crisp,  being  produced,  sworn  and  examined  as  a  witness 
against  the  "gate  system,"  testified  as  follows  : 
Direct-examination  by  Mr.  Walker. 

Q.  State  to  this  Commission  what  you  know  about  this  new  gate 
system  that  has  been  put  in  force  on  the  passenger  trains  of  the  Chi- 
cago &  Alton  railroad,  and  whether  it  is  advantageous  to  the  traveling 
public. 

A.  Well,  I  have  had  just  a  little  bit  of  experience  with  it. 
Q.  Just  state  what  it  was  in  your  own  way. 
A.  In  my  own  way  ? 
Q.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  Got  any  smart  lawyers  here  to  get  after  a  fellow  ? 

Q.  Your  friends  will  protect  you.  Just  go  on  and  tell  the  Com- 
mission of  your  experience  in  your  own  way  without  further  question- 
ing. 

A.»Mr.  Chairman,  all  I  know  about  this  gate  system  is  that  I  un- 
dertook to  get  a  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad  train  one  morning  to  go  to 
Odessa.  I  had  an  important  engagement  there  which  I  wanted  to 
keep.  When  I  got  to  the  train  I  was  informed  by  somebody  in  front 
of  one  of  the  stairways  that  led  into  the  gates  that  I  could  not  get 
aboard  of  that  train  without  a  ticket,  and  I  was  required  to  show  it. 
That  is  my  recollection  of  it.  I  was  surprised,  of  course.  I  never 
had  seen  it  before  in  this  State  except  at  general  depots.  I  was  not 
only  surprised  at  it,  but  I  immediately  protested  against  it  loudly,  and 
the  gentleman  who  seemed  to  be  in  charge  of  that  business  insisted 
that  I  should  buy  a  ticket.  I  asked  if  that  was  a  specialjrule  for  me  or 
did  it  apply  to  everybody.  He  said  it  was  not  special  to  me.  I  said, 
your  train  will  start  in  a  minute.  He  said,  no,  the  train  would  wait  until 
1  got  a  ticket.  I  said,  then  you  are  not  running  on  any  time-card.  He 
said,  we  will  wait  on  you.    I  said,  I  have  my  pocket-book  full  of 
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passes.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  have  a  pass  on  this  road  or  not,  but 
I  ought  to  have  one.  I  was  determined  to  get  on  that  train,  if  I  could, 
without  buying  a  ticket.  It  was  a  new  thing  to  me,  and  it  annoyed 
me  and  worried  me.  Well,  he  says,  if  you  have  a  pass  over  the  road, 
of  course  you  can  get  on.  I  says,  I  do  not  know  whether  I  have  or 
not ;  but  I  got  on.  To  my  surprise,  when  I  took  my  seat  this  young 
man,  who  had  followed  me  in — he  seemed  to  be  very  courteous,  but 
very  persistent  and  very  determined — came  to  me  to  see  if  I  had  a 
pass  or  not.  I  looked  through  my  passes  and  found  I  did  not  have 
one,  and  I  paid  the  money  to  the  conductor.  I  then  asked  him  to  ex- 
plain to  me  what  he  meant  by  demanding  a  ticket  of  me  and  following 
along  behind  me  into  the  car.  He  said  it  was  a  law  of  the  company  ; 
that  it  was  his  duty  to  do  it, and  I  must  not  hold  him  responsible;  that 
his  position  depended  upon  his  doing  what  he  had  done.  Do  you  want 
to  know  just  what  I  said  to  him  ! 
Q.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  I  said,  "what  do  you  accept  as  compensation  for  a  position  that 
requires  you  to  treat  gentlemen  ap  thieves  1n  What  do  you  mean  by  it? 
It  seems  to  me  that  this  system  is  nothing  more  or  less  than  a  way 
your  company  has  of  branding  their  conductors  as  thieves.  That  is 
what  it  amounts  to,  and  if  you  know  him  to  be  a  thief  I  do  not  want 
to  travel  with  him.  I  do  not  want  my  wife  to  travel  with  him  if  he  is  a 
thief.  I  asked  him  if  they  allowed  their  conductors  to  remove  their 
uniforms  when  they  came  to  the  end  of  their  runs.  I  thought  they 
ought  not  to  do  it,  for  if  they  knew  they  were  thieves  they  should 
compel  them  to  wear  their  uniforms  on  the  streets  so  that  everybody 
would  know  them,  and  would  know  as  soon  as  they  saw  a  C.  &  A.  uni- 
form that  that  man  was  a  thief.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  said  all  this 
to  that  young  man  then,  or  whether  I  said  it  to  the  conductor  that 
evening  at  Odessa.  But  between  the  two  I  said  this  and  a  great  deal 
more  than  I  will  repeat  here.  That  evening  when  I  started  home — I 
had  made  a  speech  and  was  tired — I  was  stopped  again.  I  had  forgot- 
ten all  about  this  occurrence  in  the  morning.  I  said  this  system  was 
an  outrage  on  the  traveling  public  at -these  little  way  stations.  I  could 
not  understand  the  necessity  for  it.  He  said  he  would  wait  a  reason- 
able length  of  time  until  I  could  go  and  get  my  ticket.  I  asked  him 
how  far  it  was  to  Higginsville.  He  said  it  was  six  miles.  If  it  had 
not  been  so  far  and  I  had  not  been  so  tired,  I  would  have  walked  to 
Higginsville  and  taken  the  Missouri  Pacific  train  home. 

(,).  Did  you  notice  any  disadvantage  to  other  passengers  ! 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not  see  anybody  else  buy  a  ticket.  I  do  not 
think  I  saw  anybody  else  get  on  the  train  that  morning  at  Kansas  City. 
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I  saw  one  or  two  buying  tickets  at  Odessa.  I  have  made  some 
speeches  in  my  life,  and  I  think  1  can  tell  when  people  are  pleased.  I 
saw  them  buying  their  tickets  at  Odessa,  but  those  who  were  engaged 
in  the  buying  just  seemed  to  acquiesce  more  because  they  thought 
they  had  to. 

No  cross  examination. 

A.  O.  Brandon,  being  produced,  sworn  and  examined  as  a  witness 
against  the  "gate  system,"  testified  as  follows  : 

Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Walker : 
Q.  Where  do  you  live? 
A.  Sedalia,  Missouri. 
Q.  What  is  your  business. 
A.  Traveling  salesman. 

Q.  Tell  the  commission  whether  or  not  in  that  business  you  travel 
backward  and  forward  on  the  different  roads  in  the  State. 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  traveled  over  nearly  all  the  roads. 

Q.  What,  if  anything,  do  you  know  about  this  gate  system  on  the 
Chicago  &  Alton  ? 

A.  I  had  a  little  experience  myself  lately. 

Q.  State  what  it  was. 

A.  I  was  at  Bowling  Green  on  the  16th  of  this  month,  and  at- 
tempted to  get  on  one  of  these  trains.  The  gateman  stopped  me  and 
asked  me  for  a  ticket.  I  told  him  I  did  not  have  any  ticket.  He  said 
I  must  have  a  ticket.  I  pulled  out  a  dollar  and  tendered  him  the 
money,  with  the  statement  that  I  wanted  to  go  to  Yandalia.  He  says, 
you  will  have  to  get  a  ticket.  I  says,  you  take  this  money  and  go  and 
get  me  a  ticket.  He  says  no,  you  will  have  to  go  and  get  a  ticket.  He 
called  to  the  gateman  at  the  rear  end  of  the  car  to  open  the  other  gate 
and  let  the  other  passengers  on.  I  saw  I  was  not  going  to  get  on  with- 
out a  ticket,  and  I  stepped  into  the  office  to  get  one.  The  agent  had 
stamped  my  ticket  and  I  stepped  to  the  door  and  asked  the  gateman  to 
hold  the  train.  He  said  "  No,  sir,"  in  an  insolent  manner,  and  the  train 
pulled  out  and  left  me  standing  there.  I  reported  that  matter  to  the 
Commissioners  here,  and  also  wrote  to  the  General  Manager  of  the  road, 
but  I  never  heard  anything  from  them. 

Q.  Have  you  noticed  any  disadvantages  to  other  passengers  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  Once  before  I  noticed  two  ladies  who  were  loaded 
down  with  bundles  and  baggage.  They  came  and  attempted  to  get  on 
the  train.  The  gateman  asked  for  their  tickets.  They  did  not  have 
any,  and  had  to  set  down  their  baggage  and  bundles,  turn  and  walk 
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back  and  get  their  tickets.  I  thought  then  it  was  quite  a  disadvantage 
to  them. 

Q.  What  is  the  general  sentiment  ? 

A.  My  observation  is  that  it  is  a  nuisance.  The  other  roads  do 
not  require  anything  of  the  kind.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  scarcely 
ever  have  to  buy  a  ticket.  I  carry  mileage  over  neariy  all  the  roads. 
I  did  not  have  any  trunks  to  check,  and  in  this  case  did  not  think  it 
was  necessary.  The  evening  before  I  took  the  0.  &  A.  train  at  Cen- 
tralia,  and  was  not  asked  to  show  my  ticket. 

Q.  Was  the  system  inaugurated  then  ? 

A.  It  was  just  the  night  before.    I  suppose  it  was  in  effect  then. 
I  think  it  has  been  going  on  for  a  month  or  more. 
Mr.  Hennessey:  Oh  yes, longer  than  that. 
Q.  What  is  the  sentiment  among  the  traveling  men  ? 
A.  The  traveling  men  as  a  unit  are  opposed  to  it. 
Q.  For  what  reason  ? 

A.  I  suppose  it  is  because  it  is  a  trouble  to  have  to  buy  tickets  and 
manage  tbeir  baggage,  and  very  frequently  they  have  almost  more  than 
they  can  get  on  the  cars  anyway. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  They  would  have  to  set  down  their  baggage  and 
get  their  tickets  out,  would  they  not  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  These  men  that  day  seemed  desirous  to  go  off  and 
leave  me.  I  asked  the  agent  at  the  depot  if  he  thought  that  was  the 
right  kind  of  treatment.  He  said  he  did  not  think  it  was.  I  asked 
him  to  give  me  a  written  statement  of  what  he  saw,  and  he  said  he  did 
not  like  to  do  that — that  he  was  the  agent  of  the  company.  I  told  him 
he  might  be  called  on  as  a  witness.    He  said  if  he  was  he  could  testify. 

Q.  Did  you  get  this  employe's  name  ? 

A.  No,  sir.    I  had  no  means  of  getting  his  name.    I  got  the  num- 
ber of  his  train.    The  agent  gave  me  that,  and  the  conductor's  name. 
Q.  He  was  brakeman  or  gateman  ? 

A.  He  was  gateman.  I  had  never  been  treated  in  such  a  manner 
before,  and  I  have  traveled  over  the  roads  for  ten  years.  I  do  not 
know  of  any  reason  why  I  should  liave  been  treated  so  then. 

Q.  Upon  the  whole  you  think  this  system  is  a  disadvantage  to  the 
traveling  public  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  never  had  any  trouble  before;  the  trainmen  are 
usually  there  to  answer  any  questions  you  want  to  ask ;  nearly  always 
a  brakeman  stands  at  the  gates  until  the  passengers  get  off.  Some- 
times people  commence  to  rush  on,  but  I  do  not  see  but  that  the  other 
roads  manage  their  means  of  egress  and  ingress  as  well  as  the  Alton 
with  all  its  gate  system. 
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Q.  You  think  the  public  are  dissatisfied  with  it? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Cowgill:   What  do  the  business  men  think  of  it,  generally  ? 

A.  Wherever  I  have  heard  it  spoken  of — I  have  not  heard  it 
spoken  of  very  much — but  they  think  it  is  an  arbitrary  rule.  1  do  not 
see  why  the  Alton  should  adopt  such  a  rule  as  that.  None  of  the  other 
roads  have  such  a  rule. 

Q.  What  is  your  experience  about  people  visiting  trains  with 
friends  who  are  going  away  ? 

A.  If  I  should  take  my  wife  to  the  train,  I  certainly  think  the  rail- 
road company  would  be  courteous  enough  to  allow  me  to  go  in  with 
her  and  get  her  a  seat,  and  see  that  she  was  comfortably  fixed  in  the 
train. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  There  is  no  such  restriction  as  that  on  any  other 
road  than  the  Chicago  &  Alton,  is  there  ? 
A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Walker) :  How  long  did  you  say  you  have  been  traveling  ? 
A.  About  ten  years. 

Cross-examination  by  Mr.  Brown : 
Q.  What  is  your  business  ? 
A.  Traveling  salesman. 
Q.  For  what  firm  ? 

A.  For  Cecil  &  Shepherd  of  Chicago. 
Q.  You  say  you  were  ill-treated? 
A.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  I  was. 

Q.  You  think  you  were  aggrieved  by  the  treatment  of  that  gate- 
man? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  I  was,  and  so  reported  to  the  Commission  here 
and  the  General  Superintendent  of  the  road. 

Q.  Who  is  the  General  Superintendent  of  the  road  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  his  name.  The  agent  gave  me  liis  name. 
I  may  have  been  misinformed. 

Q.  Did  you  write  to  Mr.  Chappell  or  to  Mr.  Gray  ? 

A.  To  Mr.  Gray. 

Q.  When  did  you  write  to  Mr.  Gray  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  on  the  20th  of  this  month. 

Q.  Eight  days  ago? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  where  you  directed  that  letter  to  ? 
A.  To  Blooniington,  111. 

Q.  You  have  not  heard  anything  from  that  since? 
A.  No,  sir,  not  a  word. 
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Q.  This  investigation  then  is  not  upon  your  complaint ! 

A.  No,  sir,  I  knew  nothing  of  it  then.  When  I  made  my  com- 
plaint to  the  Commissioners,  they  wrote  me  that  a  hearing  would  be 
held  here  today. 

Q.  You  told  the  Commission  you  had  had  no  response  from  the 
railroad  company 

A.  I  don't  know  about  that. 

Q.  Do  you  kcrow  whether  or  not  they  have  had  time  to  make  an 
investigation  since  the  receipt  of  your  letter  ? 
A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  are  complaining  that  this  gateman  treated  you  disrespect- 
fully ! 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  he  gave  you  an  improper  answer  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  not  the  substance  of  your  complaint  ? 
A.  I  was  left  there  on  account  of  it. 

Q.  Now  suppose  he  had  treated  you  well — had  answered  you 
kindly  and  told  you  that  tickets  must  be  bought  before  entering  the 
train,  or  that  the  train  would  be  held  until  you  could  get  your  ticket — 
you  would  not  have  made  this  complaint,  would  you? 

A.  I  presume  I  would  not  have  felt  so  badly  about  it  if  he  had 
treated  me  kindly,  but  I  was  left  there. 

Q.  You  do  not  like  the  system  ? 

A.  I  do  not  purchase  tickets  on  any  other  road. 

Q.  Had  you  mileage  on  this  road  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  simply  like  to  do  as  you  please ;  you  do  not  like  this  sys- 
tem? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  if  you  had  had  mileage,  there  would  not  have  been  any 
difficulty  about  you  showing  it? 

A.  No,  sir;  only  I  would  have  to  lay  down  my  grip  and  get  it. 

Q.  I  want  to  impress  this  on  you :  Is  it  not  true  that  your  chief 
cause  of  complaint  is  not  as  to  the  system,  but  owing  to  the  manner  in 
which  you  were  treated  when  you  first  learned  of  it  ? 

A.  I  can  not  help  but  connect  them  together. 

Q.  You  were  made  indignant  by  that  treatment,  and  justly  so? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  think  that  influences  your  judgment? 
A.  No,  sir ;  because  before  that  I  had  heard  so  many  traveling  men 
complain  about  it. 
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Q.  Then  you  did  know  of  it  when  you  went  to  the  train  ? 

A.  I  knew  that  the  system  had  been  in  force,  but  I  supposed  when 
I  was  not  required  to  get  or  show  my  ticket  the  night  before,  in  coming 
from  Centralia  to  Bowling  Green,  that  they  had  concluded  not  to  en- 
force it  any  more. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  train  you  were  on  the  night  before  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  only  it  was  one  that  leaves  Gentralia  about  12  o'clock. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  it  had  gates  or  not  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Now,  I  want  you  to  tell  the  Commission  wherein  the  hardship 
exists  in  requiring  passengers  to  purchase  and  show  their  tickets. 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any  particular  hardship  where  a 
man  has  plenty  of  time  and  understands  it  must  be  done.  The  trouble 
is,  he  does  not  think  about  it  until  the  time  comes  to  show  his  ticket. 
When  a  man  is  traveling  over  all  these  systems  and  this  is  the  only  one 
that  requires  it,  he  forgets  it  until  the  ticket-showing  time  comes. 

Q.  You  say  you  generally  use  mileage? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  generally  provided  with  mileage  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  there  is  any  hardship  in  taking  your  mileage 
out  and  showing  it  to  a  gate-keeper,  if  you  are  asked  to  do  so  in  a 
gentlemanly  manner  ? 

A.  If  I  had  had  mileage,  I  would  have  taken  it  out  and  showed  it 
to  him. 

Q.  Are  you  not  required  whenever  you  enter  a  terminal  train  at 
Chicago  or  any  other  large  place,  to  show  your  ticket  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  not  a  hardship,  is  it? 

A.  No,  sir;  if  I  had  had  mileage  in  my  pocket  that  day,  I  would 
have  showed  it  to  him,  but  I  frequently  carry  my  mileage  in  my  grip. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  if  this  system  is  not  rather  conducive  to  the 
welfare  of  the  traveling  public. 

A.  I  suppose  it  would  be  at  terminal  stations,  where  one  is  likely 
to  get  on  the  wrong  train. 

Q.  For  the  purposes  of  this  examination,  and  admitting  that  the 
young  man  was  wrong,  will  you  state  to  the  Commission  whether  or 
not  you  are  prepared  to  say  you  were  detrimentally  affected  by  the 
rule  requiring  you  to  purchase  and  show  your  ticket  ? 

A.  It  turn  (Ml  out  that  I  was.    I  was  left  there  that  day. 

Q.  Can  you  state  candidly,  as  a  fair  man,  leaving  out  of  the  ques- 
tion the  manner  in  which  you  were  treated — separating  the  system  in 
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your  own  mind  from  the  way  in  which  you  were  treated — can  you  then 
say  that  you  think  this  system  is  a  detriment  to  the  traveling  public  ? 

A.  I  think  I  have  stated  my  opinion  as  fully  as  I  can. 

Q.  Can  you  state  on  your  oath  that  this  regulation  requiring  you 
to  purchase  and  show  your  ticket  is  a  hardship  to  you  ? 

A.  It  was  in  that  case.  It  might  be  I  was  prejudiced  on  account 
of  this  occurrence,  but  I  cannot  help  but  feel  that  way. 

Q.  Suppose  you  and  I  were  going  on  a  trip  over  the  0.  &  A.  and 
we  knew  this  regulation  was  in  force:  Would  you  still  think  it  was  a 
hardship  for  us  to  purchase  and  show  our  tickets  before  we  were  al- 
lowed to  enter  that  train  ! 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  it  would  be,  if  we  got  there  in  any  season. 

Q.  You  generally  get  there  in  good  season  ? 

A.  I  do  sometimes.    Very  often,  though,  I  have  had  to  jump  on, 
or  be  helped  on  by  the  porter,  brakeman  or  conductor. 
Q.  Is  not  that  rather  dangerous  ! 
A.  Yes,  sir,  I  suppose  it  is. 

Q.  You  were  hazarding  your  life,  were  you  not  ? 

A.  I  did  not  think  I  was  hazarding  my  life  ;  I  did  not  think  any- 
thing about  it,  only  I  wanted  to  get  on  the  train. 

Q.  This  system  would  prevent  that  very  thing  ? 

A.  Well,  I  would  have  been  left  there  if  I  had  not  done  it.  Peo- 
ple do  take  risks.  I  do  not  take  them  very  often,  but  I  have  been 
placed  in  positions  where  it  would  be  quite  a  hardship  to  require  me  to 
get  a  ticket. 

Q.  Do  you  regard  it  as  a  hardship  that  before  entering  a  train  the 
company  requires  you  to  present  yourself  at  a  ticket  office  and  pur- 
chase a  ticket 

A.  I  thought  it  was  a  hardship  for  those  ladies  to  have  to  lay  down 
their  luggage  and  walk  two  or  three  car-lengihs  back  to  get  tickets. 

Q.  Bat  if  they  had  purchased  their  tickets  beforehand,  it  would 
not  have  been  necessary,  would  it  % 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  not  necessary  for  that  gateman  to  treat  you  disrespect- 
fully ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  it  was. 

Q.  That  is  not  a  part  of  the  system  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  am  trying  to  get  you  to  give  us  your  opinion  of  the  system, 
irrespective  of  the  treatment  you  received.  I  understand  you  that  you 
think  the  simple  requirement  to  purchase  tickets  is  not  a  hardship  ? 
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A.  I  thought  it  was  a  hardship  for  those  ladies  to  have  to  lay  down 
all  their  luggage  and  go  back  to  purchase  tickets. 
Q.  You  are  not  running  a  railroad  ? 
A.  Oh,  no. 

Q.  You  are  willing  to  admit,  I  suppose,  that  the  officers  of  a  road 
— men  who  have  made  that  business  a  study — are  better  judges  of  what 
is  a  necessary  requirement  for  their  own  roads  ? 

A.  They  ought  to  take  an  interest  in  the  way  their  passengers  are 
treated. 

Q.  They  do,  and  I  assure  you  you  will  hear  from  your  complaint* 
A.  I  thought  possibly  I  would  in  time. 

Q.  Now  I  will  ask  you  if  you  did  not  say  to  the  gateman  on  that 
occasion  that  you  would  not  buy  a  ticket ! 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  given  the  date,  the  time  and  number  of  that  train  to 
Mr.  Gray  ? 

A.  I  think  I  did. 

Hearing  closed. 

There  seeming  to  be  a  doubt  as  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Board  in 
the  foregoing  matter,  the  question  was  submitted  to  Attorney-General 
Walker,  and  pending  his  opinion  the  Board  reserved  their  findings. 


Dec.  12,  1893,  the  following  was  written  the  Attorney-General  by 
Commissioner  Hennessey : 

Before  rendering  your  decision  in  the  Chicago  &  Alton  "gate  system"  case* 
now  pending  before  you,  please  see  R.  S.  1889,  sections  2679,  2G80,  2682,  2685,  as. 
to  the  police  powers  and  general  supervision  of  railroads  possessed  by  the  Com- 
missioners over  tracks,  bridges  and  other  structures,  the  passenger  and  freight 
rates,  the  speed  of  trains,  the  management  of  trains  and  cars,  and  all  regula- 
tions thereof  wherein  the  safety  and  convenience  of  the  public  are  involved. 

I  would  also  respectfully  call  your  attention  to  Am.  and  Eng.  Ency.  of 
Law,  Vol.  19,  p.  686  : 

Stone  vs.  Farmers'  L.  &  T.  Co.,  116  U.  S.  307. 

Also  to  the  following  decisions  bearing  on  questions  of  a  similar  nature  ift 
the  several  states  mentioned  herein : 

Railroad  Commissioners  vs.  Portland  R.  R.  Co.,  63  Maine  269; 
Tiedeman  Lim.  of  Pol.  Pow.,  601,  602; 
Knorp  vs.  Rutland  R.  R.,  27  Wis.  140; 

Chicago  6.  &  C.  R.  R.  vs.  Att'y  Gen'l,  19  West.  Jur.  347; 
Uniontown  vs.  Commonwealth,  34  Penn.  St.  293; 
Hannah  vs.  Covington,  3  Met.  (Ky.)  494. 

Dec.  15,  1893— The  following  was  received  : 

City  of  Jelterson,  December  14,  1893. 
To  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jelterson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— In  an  inquiry  made  of  this  department,  you  state  that  the  Chicago 
&  Alton  Railroad  Company  has  established  a  system  of  gates  at  the  entrances  to 
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its  passenger  coache3,  and  has  placed  gatemen  at  each  of  these  entrances  to  regu- 
late the  egress  and  ingress  from  and  to  the  coaches  ;  that  persons  are  prohibited 
from  entering  the  cars  unless  provided  with  tickets;  that  you  have  issued  an  order 
directing  the  railroad  company  to  refrain  from  using  the  gate  system,  and  you  ask 
if,  as  a  Railroad  Commission,  you  are  authorized  to  issue  such  an  order  and  enforce 
the  same. 

Permit  me  to  say  in  '.reply  that  railroad  commissions  authorized  to  exercise 
supervision  over  railroad  systems  in  their  respective  states,  were  unknown  to  the 
common  law.  Being  of  purely  statutory  creation,  each  state  has,  where  a  commis- 
sion exists,  its  own  peculiar  and  distinctive  statute  on  this  subject.  We  do  not 
find  that  the  Missouri  law,  so  far  as  it  refers  to  the  power  conferred  upon  you,  has 
been  construed  by  the  Supreme  Court ;  and  the  decisions  of  other  states  are  of 
little  aid  in  construing  our  law  in  regard  to  the  extent  of  your  power,  unless  such 
decisions  construe  statutes  similar  to  our  own.  After  a  somewhat  careful  exami- 
nation of  the  laws  of  the  different  states,  I  have  been  unable  to  find  a  statute  simi- 
lar to  our  own  defining  the  authority  of  a  railroad  commission.  We  are,  there- 
fore, confined,  in  the  consideration  of  this  question,  to  the  statute  alone  under 
which  your  Commission  exists. 

If  the  power  you  are  seeking  to  exercise  exists,  warrant  therefor  must  be 
found  in  the  statute,  either  in  express  terms  or  in  a  general  declaration  of  au- 
thority. This  express  or  general  authority  to  supervise  or  regulate  is  termed 
police  power,  and  in  this  connection,  as  I  am  advising  a  body  the  members  of 
which  are  not  lawyers,  it  is  not  improper  to  say  that  whatever  police  power 
you  may  possess  does  not  exist  inherently  in  your  Commission,  but  must  have 
been  conferred  upon  you  by  the  law-making  power. 

We  come,  then,  to  the  consideration  of  the  Missouri  statute  in  regard  to 
the  supervising  or  regulating  power  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 

Section  2678,  R.  S.  18S9,  authorizes  the  election  of  a  railroad  commission t 
defines  who  are  eligible  and  prescribes  their  tenure.  Sections  2(587  and  2688  re- 
quire them  to  take  an  oath  and  give  bond,  define  their  respective  salaries  and  pro- 
vide for  their  contingent  expenses. 

Section  2571  authorizes  the  Commission  to  require  railroad  companies  to  re- 
port semi-annually  a  list  of  their  officers,  copies  of  contracts  with  other  compa- 
nies and  to  ascertain  if  combinations  exist  with  other  roads. 

Section  2577,  as  amended  by  Laws  1893,  p.  126,  requires  companies  to  report , 
annually  to  the  Commission  the  number  of  miles  of  road  completed,  the  cost  of 
same,  net  passenger  and  freight  earnings,  and  other  items  necessary  to  show  the 
condition  of  the  company.  Section  2696  authorizes  the  Commission  to  have  suits 
instituted  against  companies  which  have  denied  rights  granted  by  statute  to  ship- 
pers. Section  2639  requires  companies  to  file  iu  the  office  of  the  Railway  Commis- 
sion a  schedule  of  freight  rates,  with  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  have  been 
adopted  by  the  company  in  regard  to  rates,  fares  and  charges,  and  the  Commission 
is  charged  with  the  approval  of  the  same  and  with  seeing  that  they  are  reasonable 
and  just.  Section  2640  enables  the  Commission  to  prescribe  the  manner  in  which 
joint  tariffs  over  continuous  routes  may  be  published.  Section  2641  reiterates  the 
authority  given  the  Commission  in  section  2639  as  requiring  just  and  reasonable 
rates,  and  authorizes  the  Commission,  when  a  company  fails  to  file  with  it  or  te 
publish  and  post  in  its  depots  the  schedules  required,  that  the  Commission  may 
prepare  such  schedules  and  deliver  the  same  to  the  company.  Section  2646  makes 
it  the  duty  of  the  Commission  to  see  that  the  act  in  which  the  section  originally  ap- 
peared is  enforced. 
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This  act  was  passed  at  the  extra  session  of  the  General  Assembly  in  1887,  and 
prohibited  discrimination,  either  in  rates  or  accommodations,  required  like  charges 
for  like  freight  and  distances,  the  publication  of  schedules  of  rates,  prohibited  pool- 
ing, required  the  establishment  of  joint  tariff  rates,  and  that  rates  whether  on  one 
line  or  several  should  be  reasonable  and  just;  prohibited  combinations  other  than 
pooling,  prescribed  penalties  and  required  persons  aggrieved  to  present  complaints 
to  the  Commission,  which  was  authorized,  if  the  same  was  found  to  be  true,  to  pre- 
scribe like  penalties  with  the  circuit  court.  In  tbe  event  the  defendant  company 
refused  to  comply  with  the  order  of  the  Commission,  the  Attorney-General  or  the 
prosecuting  attorney  of  the  proper  county  was  to  be  directed  to  institute  suit 
against  such  company  in  the  name  of  the  State.  The  act  of  1887  was  carried  for- 
ward into  the  revision  of  1889,  and  I  have  set  out  the  authority  it  conferred  on  the 
Commission  to  enable  you  to  determine  the  meaning  of  that  portion  of  section 
2646  which  makes  it  your  duty  "to  see  that  the  provisions  of  this  act  are  enforced." 
Without  this  explanation  you  might  be  led  to  the  conclusion  that  you  are  clothed 
with  authority  to  enforce  any  of  the  provisions  of  the  article  in  which  section  2646 
is  found,  when  in  fact  with  many  of  its  sections  you  have  nothing  whatever  to  do, 
and  their  enforcement  is  left  entirely  to  the  courts. 

Sections  2647  to  2659,  inclusive,  were  taken  without  change  from  the  act  of 
1887  above  referred  to.  Sections  2660  to  2662,  inclusive,  were  first  enacted  in  1889, 
and  refer  to  the  regulation  of  charges  by  express  companies,  and  give  tbe  Commis- 
sion jurisdiction  of  the  violation  of  such  sections.  Sections  2679  to  26S1,  inclusive, 
authorize  the  Commission,  where  complaints  are  made,  to  subpoena  witnesses,  en- 
force their  attendance,|administer  oaths,  have  access  to  the  books  and  papers  of  the 
companies,  and  prescribe  penalties  for  disobedience  of  process.  Section  2682  re- 
quires companies  to  make  annual  detailed  statements  to  the  Commission  of  their 
affairs,  and  authorizes  you  to  make  additional  inquiries  to  those  specified.  Section 
2684  authorizes  the  Commission  to  classify  other  articles  of  freight  than  those  spe- 
cified in  preceding  sections.  Section  2685  empowers  the  Commission  to  examine 
the  physical  condition  of  the  tracks,  bridges  and  other  structures  of  any  company, 
and,  if  found  to  be  defective,  to  stop  the  running  of  trains  and  require  the  com- 
pany to  repair  the  defect,  and,  if  the  order  therefor  is  not  complied  with,  to  notify 
the  public  and  subject  such  co'mpany  to  damages.  Section  2686  declares  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Commission  as  to  rates  to  be' binding  on  the  companies.  An  act  passed 
In  1891,  Laws  1891,  p.  81,  authorizes  the  Commission,  upon  certain  conditions,  to 
require  tbe  companies  to  put  in  spurs  and  switches  ;  and  at  the  same  session  it  was 
made  the  duty  of  the  Commission,  Laws  1891,  p.  83,  to  report  unjust  and  exorbi- 
tant charges  of  interstate  roads  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

The  foregoing  sections  embrace  the  entire  law  of  this  State  in  regard  to  the 
power  of  the  Railroad  Commission.  Omitting  unnecessary  verbiage  and  portions 
not  pertinent  to  this  question,  I  have  endeavored  in  the  above  synopsis  to  set  forth 
such  portions  of  the  sections  cited  as  refer  to  your  power  to  supervise  and  regu- 
late. 

Summarized,  this  power  consists  of  authority  to  require  companies  to  report 
annually  and  semi-annually,  fix  certain  charges  for  carrying  freight  and  passen- 
gers, to  require  companies  to  file  and  post  schedules  of  rates,  to  hear  complaints, 
to  require  companies  jto  keep  roads  in  repair,  to  stop  the  running  of  trains  on  de- 
fective roads,  bridges  and  other  structures,  to  require  frogs  and  switches  to  be  put 
in  under  certain  circumstances,  and  to  regulate  the  charges  of  express  companies. 

As  before  stated,  the  railroad  law  of  Missouri  contains  many  other  provisions 
for  the  regulation  and  supervision  of  companies,  but  their  enforcement  is  left 
wholly  to  judicial  tribunals. 
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In  the  absence,  therefore',  of  any  statute,  either  special  or  general,  giving  the 
Commission  authority  to  direct  or  control  trains  except  over  defective  tracks  or 
bridges,  or  to  manage  the  cars,  either  en  route  or  at  stations,  leads  me  to  the  con- 
clusion that  you  do  not  possess  authority  to  order  the  removal  of  the  gates  from  the 
entrances  to  the  cars  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  R.  R.  Co. 

The  statute  having  conferred  no  such  power  on  the  Commission  as  is  sought 
to  be  exercised  in  this  instance,  the  reasonableness  or  otherwise  of  your  order  is 
not  pertinent  to  this  question.  For  like  reasons,  I  have  not  deemed  it  necessary 
to  discuss  the  rights  granted  to  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Co.  by  its  charter* 
in  regard  to  the  management  of  its  trains  or  the  general  conduct  of  its  passenger 
business.  Respectfully, 

•  R.  F.  Walker,  Attorney-General. 

December  19,  1893 — The  following  action  was  taken  by  the  Com- 
missioners : 

Jefferson  City,  Dec.  19,  1893. 

in  the  matter  of  the  order  of  this  Board,  issued  on  the  26th  day  of  September, 
1893,  directed  to  the  Chicago  &  Alton  R.  R.  Co.,  and  commanding  said  corporation 
within  10  days  to  rescind  or  discontinue  the  enforcement  of  a  certain  regulation  by 
the  said  corporation  recently  adopted,  which  said  regulation  provided  for  the 
placing  of  gates  upon  each  of  the  platforms  at  the  top  of  the  steps  leading  and 
attached  to  the  cars  of  said  corporation,  and  locking  the  same  to  prevent  the 
passing  of  persona  into  or  out  of  said  cars,  except  when  permitted  so  to  do  by  an 
employe  of  said  corporation  in  charge  of  said  gate  or  gates,  and  likewise  prevent- 
ing persons  seeking  passage  upon  the  trains  of  said  corporation  from  entering  the 
cars  of  the  same  without  having  first  purchased  a  ticket  at  the  ticket  office  of  said 
corporation.  The  order  aforesaid  was  predicated  upon  a  large  number  of  com- 
plaints received  by  this  Board,  from  various  citizens  of  this  State  residing  along 
the  line  of  railroad  conducted  and  controlled  by  said  corporation.  Among  other 
reasons  given  by  such  complainants  for  their  opposition  to  the  u foresaid  regulation, 
was,  that  it  would  prove  a  great  hardship  and  inconvenience  in  warm  or  inclement 
weather  to  women  and  children  who  desired  to  take  passage  upon  such  trains,  to 
be  compelled  to  go  to  the  ticket  office  in  the  short  time  afforded  and  procure  their 
tickets,  instead  of  having  the  privilege  of  paying  their  fare  to  an  agent  of  the  corpora- 
tion on  board  of  the  trains,  as  is  done  upon  all  railroads,  as  well  as  on  the  street  rail- 
roads of  this  State.  Traveling  men  who  have  to  make  close  connections  complained 
greatly  of  the  hardship  and  inconvenience  such  regulation  was  to  them,  some  of 
them  stating  that  its  enforcement  would  result  in  great  financial  loss  as  in  many 
cases  they  would  be  compelled  to  lose  their  train.  It  was  also  argued  that  many 
professional  men  would  be  injured  by  reason  of  its  enforcement. 

The  number  and  character  of  these- complaints  caused  the  Board  to  examine 
the  law  and  ascertain  whether  or  not,  in  their  opinion,  they  had  supervisory  juris- 
diction over  railroad  corporations  in  such  matters,  and  while  we  found  no  authority 
expressly  given  to  us,  we  felt  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  law-making  power  to 
invest  the  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  with  such  power, 
inasmuch  as  no  other  department  of  the  state  government  is  invested  with  any 
jurisdiction  over  the  various  railroad  corporations  of  this  State.  Section  2685 
of  the  statutes  of  this  State  empowers  this  Board  to  examine  into  the  physical  con- 
dition of  the  tracks,  bridges  and  other  structures  of  any  railroad  company,  and  if 
found  to  be  defective,  to  stop  the  running  of  trains  and  require  the  company  to  re- 
pair the  defect,  and  upon  their  failure  to  make  such  repairs,  after  being  properly 
notified  by  this  Board  so  to  do,  the  officers  of  such  company  so  offending  shall  "be 
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deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and,  upon  conviction  thereof,  be  fined  in  any 
sum  not  exceeding  five  hundred  dollars,  or  be  imprisoned  in  the  county  jail  of 
the  proper  county  for  a  period  not  exceeding  one  year,  or  both,  at  the  discretion  of 
the  court. '? 

Section  5  of  article  12  of  the  Constitution  of  Missouri  reads  as  follows  :  "The 
exercise  of  the  police  power  of  the  State  shall  never  be  abridged  or  so  construed 
ad  to  permit  corporations  to  conduct  their  business  in  such  manner  as  to  infringe 
the  equal  rights  of  individuals  or  the  general  well-being  of  the  State." 

Upon  reading  and  studying  the  Jaws  aforesaid  and  all  other  laws  relating  to 
the  duties  of  this  Board,  we  coucluded  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  several  leg- 
islative bodies  of  this  State  who  enacted  from  time  to  time  the  various  laws  to  be 
found  in  our  statutes  relative  to  the  Board  of  Raijroad  and  Warenouse  Commis- 
sioners, their  duties,  powers,  etc.,  to  clothe  said  Board  with  power  to  issue  the 
aforesaid  order,  which  said  Board  proceeded  to  do— not  with  any  intention  to  ar- 
rogate to  itself  any  authority  which  it  does  not  possess,  but  with  the  view  of  en- 
deavoring to  get  the  question  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  this  State,  and  to  let 
that  tribunal  settle  this  often  mooted  question  as  to  the  power  of  the  Board  of 
Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  in  such  matters. 

The  representatives  of  the  Chicago  <te  Alton  Railroad  Company  requested  this 
Board  to  temporarily  postpone  the  enforcement  of  its  order  relative  to  the  aforesaid 
regulation  of  said  corporation,  and  asked  for  a  hearing  by  this  Board  as  to  their 
reasons  for  adopting,  promulgating  and  enforcing  such  regulation.  The  request 
was  granted,  and  on  the  23th  of  November,  1893,  the  date  set  by  the  Board,  the 
legal  and  other  representatives  of  said  corporation  were  present  and  submitted 
their  reasons  why,  in  their  opinion,  the  temporary  postponement  of  the  enforce- 
ment of  this  Board's  order  as  aforesaid  should  not  be  made  permanent.  The  com- 
pany introduced  evidence  to  show  that  its  principal  reason  for  adopting  said  regu- 
lation was,  as  much  as  possible,  to  secure  the  company  from  financial  losses  owing 
to  dishonesty  upon  the  part  of  many  of  the  traveling  public,  and  some  of  the  offi- 
cials of  the  railroad  company,  the  latter  conspiring  with  the  former  to  give  reduced 
rates  and  withhold  the  receipts  from  the  company.  It  was  also  contended  that  the 
gates  is  question  were  a  great  safeguard  to  the  traveling  public  in  preventing  acci- 
dents in  jumping  on  and  ofl  the  cars. 

As  to  the  question  of  gates,  this  Board  has  no  objection  whatever,  provided 
the  same  could  be  left  unlocked.  Nor  has  the  Board  any  objection  to,  nor  does  it 
think  such  a  regulation  applied  to  terminal  stations,  where  passengers  have  ample 
time  to  procure  tickets,  unreasonable;  but  to  apply  the  same  regulation  to  way 
stations,  where  a  train  waits  for  a  few  moments,  and  which  passengers  reach,  as  a 
rule,  only  a  short  time  prior  to  the  arrival  of  a  train,  owing  principally  to  the  lack 
of  shelter  from  the  elements,  would,  we  think,  be  unreasonable  and  unjust  to 
thousands  of  people  who  do  not  care  to  be  classed  as  conspirators  to  swindle  the 
railroad  companies  over  whose  roads  they  may  travel.  At  the  hearing  aforesaid, 
only  two  or  three  of  the  complainants  testified,  but  from  the  testimony  of  one  of 
these  the  hardships  that  are  liable  to  be  imposed  upon  the  traveling  public  were 
made  manifest  by  a  Mr.  Brandon,  a  traveling  salesman,  who  testified  that  he 
attempted  to  get  aboard  of  a  train  belonging  to  said  corporation  at  Bowling  Green  » 
in  this  state,  on  the  10th  day  of  September,  1893,  bat  was  prevented  from  doing 
so  by  a  trainman  in  charge  of  the  gate  leading  to  the  car  he  desired  to  enter,  and 
who  told  him  that  he  could  not  get  on  board  until  he  (the  passenger)  had  purchased 
a  ticket.  Brandon  then  dropped  his  valises  and  went  at  once  and  bought  his  ticket, 
and  just  as  it  was  handed  to  him  by  the  a^ent,  the  train  went  oft"  and  left  him  » 
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-where  he  had  to  wait  a  number  of  hours  for  another  train.  It  is  the  opinion  of  the 
Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  that  the  regulation  in  question 
will  be  a  constant  source  of  annoyance  to  both  the  public  and  the  railroad  company  ; 
hence,  it  was  the  de&ire  of  this  Board  that  the  question  of  its  power  to  interfere  in 
behalf  of  the  public  in  matters  such  as  the  aforesaid  regulation  had  better  be 
speedily  settled  by  obtaining  a  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  thus  settle  the 
question  eo  far  as  the  present  laws  are  concerned. 

The  Commissioners  take  occasion  to  reiterate  that  portion  of  their  order  of 
September  26  nit.,  relating  to  purchase  of  tickets:  "In  the  judgment  of  the 
Commissioners,  any  person  desiring  ^to  travel  upon  any  railroad  in  this  state  is 
entitled  to  do  eo,  provided  he  pays  his  fare,  whether  such  fare  be  paid  at  ticket 
offices  or  upon  the  trains,  and  any  regulation  to  the  contrary  is  unlawful." 

The  Attorney-general  of  the  State,  who  is  the  legal  advisor  of  this  Board, 
and  who  represented  it  at  the  hearing  aforesaid,  has,  since  then,  however, 
given  his  official  opinion  to  the  effect  that  the  statutes  have  conferred  no  such 
power  on  the  Commissioners  as  they  sought  to  exercise  in  the  instance  aforesaid, 
and,  of  course,  if  this  be  the  law,  the  order  of  the  Board  in  the  case  could  have  no 
effect.  The  original  order  was  made  September  26,  1893,  and  afterward  suspended, 
pending  a  hearing  in  the  matter.  The  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General  being  that 
the  Board  has  no  authority  in  the  case,  the  said  order  of  September  26,  1893,  is 
hereby  rescinded,  this,  the  19th  day  of  December,  1893. 

By  order  of  the'Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 


ACTION  REGARDING  TEN  DAYS'  NOTICE  OF  INCREASE 
IN  FREIGHT  RAiES. 

April  25,  1894 — The  following  circular  was  mailed  to  Traffic  Man- 
agers and  General  Freight  Agents  of  lines  operated  in  Missouri : 

City  of  Jefferson,  April  25,  1894. 

Railroad  and  Warehouse  Department : 

Dear  Sir— Your  attention  is  called  to  sections  2601  and  2639  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889,  which  require  that  public  notice  be  given  of  any  advance 
in  rates  for  transportation  by  railroads  in  this  State.  The  statute  in  force  defining 
the  number  of  days'  notice  to  be  given  is  section  2639— ten  days'  notice  being  re- 
-quired.  It  occurs  occasionally  that  notices  of  increase  in  rates  are  filed  in  this 
office,  taking  effect  on  the  day  of  issue.  It  is  not  believed  that  this  is  done  with 
any  intention  of  evading  or  disregarding^the  law,  but  that  it  occurs  through  inad- 
vertence, or,  perhaps,  a  lack  of  familiarity  with  the  details  of  the  statutes  regard- 
ing railroad  regulation.  It  is  hoped  that  hereafter  care  will  be  taken  that  the 
proper  public  notice  will  be  given  of  any  proposed  increase  in  rates,  as  required  by 
law,  as  serious  consequences  may  thereby  be  avoided. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Very  respectfully, 

James  Harding,  Secretary. 
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The  following  replies  were  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  April  26,  1894. 
Hon.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  K.  R.  and  Warehouse  Dept.,  State  of  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir— I  beg  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  favor  of  the  25th  in  regard  to 
publishing  notice  of  the  advance  in  rates  contemplated,  and  will  say  that  I  know  of" 
no  instance  where  this  has  been  neglected  by  us,  and  will  endeavor  to  be  careful 
to  give  the  necessary  notice  in  all  cases  in  the  future. 

Yours  truly, 

Jas.  Donohoe,  Gen'l  Freight  Agent. 

St.  Louis,  April  26,  1894. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 
Dear  Sir— I  beg  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  jours  of  the  25th  instant,  calling 
attention  to  the  statute  requiring  that  10  days'  notice  be  given  by  railroad  com- 
panies when  an  advance  in  rates  is  proposed.  If  this  rule  has  not  been  observed 
by  this  company,  it  has  been  done  without  my  knowledge,  and  has  certainly  been 
inadvertence  on  the  part  of  our  office,  as  it  is  well  understood  that  such  notice  is 
necessary  ;  I  shall  take  pleasure  in  issuing  the  necessary  instructions,  so  that  the 
rule  will  be  strictly  observed  in  the  future 

Yours  truly,  G.  W.  Calk. 

St.  Louis,  April  26,  1894. 
James  Harding,  Esq  ,  Secretary  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners: 

Dear  Sir— I  have  your  letter  of  April  25,  addressed  to  Mr.  M.  Knight,  Freight 
Traffic  Manager  of  this  company,  calling  attention  to  sections  Nos.  2601  and  2639 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889,  which  require  that  advances  in  rates  by 
railroad  companies  shall  be  only  on  advices  of  at  least  ten  days  prior  to  such  ad- 
vances. I  am  very  glad  that  you  called  my  attention  to  the  matter,  as  I  find  that 
our  tariff  department  had  overloaked  in  some  instances  the  requirements  of  the 
statutes  in  this  respect,  and  I  have  instructed  that  proper  care  be  exercised  in 
future  in  the  issuing  of  tariffs,  etc.  Yours  truly, 

J.  D.  Lund. 

Chicago,  April  26,  1894. 
James  Harding,  Secretary  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners: 

Dear  Sir— I  am  in  receipt  of  your  favor  of  the  25th  inst.,  and  will  say  that  if  we 
have  issued  any  tariff  ad vancing  rates  between  points  in  Missouri  without  giving  the 
requisite  notice,  it  was  purely  an  oversight  on  the  part  of  our  tariff  department, 
as  we  aim  ac  all  times  to  comply  strictly  with  the  law  governing  these  matters.  I 
will  look  into  the  matter  and  take  such  action  as  I  think  will  effectually  prevent  a 
recurrence  of  such  a  blunder.  Yours  truly, 

H.  H.  Courtright,  G.  F.  A. 

St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  April  27,  1894. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec.  R.  R  and  Warehouse  Department,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— Your  circular  letter  of  April  25,  in  regard  to  the  publication  of  tar- 
iffs in  the  State  of  Missouri,  is  received.  1  have  referred  the  same  to  Mr.  Howard 
Elliott,  General  Freight  Agent,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  who  will  give  the  same  his  attention. 

Yours  truly, 

J.  S.  Bartlb. 
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St.  Louis,  Mo.,  April  26,  1894. 
Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  W.  H.  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — I  beg  to  acknowledge  yours  of  the  25th,  inst.,  calling  attention 
to  sections  2601  and  2639  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  of  the  publication 
of  rates,  by  which  we  have  been  and  will  be  governed. 

Respectfully, 

C.  Haile,  G.  F.  A. 

St.  Louis.  Mo.,  April  27,  1894. 
Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  R'y  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir— Your  circular  letter  of  April  25,  about  carefully  observing  the  stat- 
ute in  force  defining  the  number  of  days'  notice  to  be  given  when  rates  are  ad- 
vanced, is  received. 

1  have  given  instructions  to  our  rate  department  that  no  advances  must  be 
made,  except  in  accordance  with  the  statute. 

Yours  truly, 

Howard  Elliott. 

St.  Josefh,  Mo.,  April  27,  1894. 
Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Secretary  Railroad  Commissioners'  Dep't,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 
Dear  Sir — Your  esteemed  favor  of  the  20th  inst.,  calling  our  attention  to  sec- 
tions 2601  and  2639  in  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  received. 
Will  see  that  you  are  more  promptly  notified  in  future. 

Very  respectfully, 

C.  R.  Berry, 

Ass't  G.  F.  A. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  April  28,  1894. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  R.  R.  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — This  will  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  communication  of  25th,  with 
reference  to  the  notice  required  by  the  statutes  of  Missouri  as  to  notice  of  advance 
in  rates. 

Steps  will  be  taken  to  see  that  the  requirements  are  fully  complied  with,  and 
we  beg  to  assure  you  that  there  has  been  no  intentional  disregard  of  the  required 
ten  days'  notice,  and  that  any  case  that  may  have  occurred  has  been  through  over- 
sight, and  not  a  desire  of  the  company  to  avoid  requirements  of  the  law. 

Yours  respectfully, 

W.  C.  Stith. 

Chicago,  May  1,  1894. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Your  favar  of  April  25th  received  and  contents  noted.  We  will 
endeavor  to  comply  with  the  statute  referred  to. 

Yours  truly, 

J.  G.  Miller,  A.  G.  F.  A. 

Burlington,  Ia.,  May  4,  1894. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Dep't,  Jeiierson  City,  Mo.: 

My  Dear  Sir— Your  circular  letter  of  April  25th,  in  regard  to  10  days'  notice 
of  advance  of  rates,  received. 

I  desire  to  apologize  for  delay  in  answering  this,  as  I  have  been  absent  from 
the  city  for  some  days. 

We  will,  in  future,  be  careful  to  see  that  sufficient  time  is  given  when  advance 
of  rate  is  made. 

Thanking  you  for  the  note,  I  am,  your3  truly, 

J.  M.  Bechtel,  D.  F.  A. 
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ACTION  REGARDING  A  REDUCTION  IN  RATES  ON  CER- 
TAIN COMMODITIES. 

Inquiry  into  proposed  reduction  of  rates  on  certain  commodities, 

July  27,  1893. 

July  13,  1893 — The  following  was  mailed  to  the  Traffic  Managers 

and  General  Freight  Agents  of  the  principal  railroad  lines  in  the  State : 

CiTY  of  Jefferson,  July  13,  1893. 
Dear  Sir— The  Commissioners  are  considering  the  propriety  of  making  some 
adjustments  of  rates  for  the  transportation  by  rail  in  this  State  of  grain,  live-stock, 
anthracite  coal,  pressed  brick,  fire-brick  and  perhaps  some  other  commodities,  and 
also  some  revisions  in  the  classification  of  freights  now  in  force.  They  have, 
therefore,  appointed  the  26th,  27th  and  28th  of  July  inst.,  as  days  on  which  to  hear 
parties  interested  in  the  aforesaid  matters,  and  desire  that  you  be  present  at  their 
office  in  the  City  of  Jefferson,  on  either  of  such  dates  specified  as  may  be  conve- 
nient, to  show  cause  why  said  adjustments  and  revisions  should  not  be  made. 
By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Very  respectfully, 

James  Haeding,  Secretary. 

July  27,  1893 — As  per  foregoing  letter,  the  following  representa- 
tives of  the  railroads  of  the  State  were  present  at  the  office  of  the 
■Commissioners : 

Oourtright,  Chicago  &  Alton. 

Phelps  and  Hequembourg,  Missouri  Pacific. 

Cale,  St.  Louis  &  San  Francisco. 

Elliott,  C,  B.  &  Q.  lines  in  Missouri. 

Fletcher,  Sargent  and  Dana,  Kansas  City,  Ft.  Scott  &  Memphis. 

Miller,  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe. 

Knight,  Wabash. 

Berry,  Chicago  Great  Western. 

Blomeyer,  St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Ft.  Smith. 

Burns,  Mississippi  River  &  Bonne  Terre. 

Messrs.  Yanlandingham,  Commissioner  of  the  Kansas  City  Trans- 
portation Bureau,  Birch,  of  the  Laclede  Pressed  Brick  Co.,  of  St.  Louis, 
and  Greischar,  of  the  Hay  Dealers'  Association  of  Kansas  City,  were 
also  present. 

Commissioner  Hennessey,  Chairman  of  the  Board,  read  the  call  for 
the  meeting,  issued  July  13,  and  stated  the  Board  was  ready  to  hear 
the  statements  of  the  gentlemen  present. 

Statements  were  made  as  follows: 
By  H.  H.  Courtright,  General  Freight  Agent  C.  &  A.  Railroad  : 

A  circular  letter  from  the  secretary  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse 
Commission  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  stating  that  the  Commission  was 
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considering  the  propriety  of  making  some  adjustments  of  rates  for  the 
transportation  by  rail  in  the  State  of  Missouri  of  grain,  live-stock,  anthra- 
cite coal,  pressed  and  tire-brick,  and  perhaps  some  other  commodities, 
also,  revision  in  the  classification,  and  which  appointed  a  date  upon  which 
parties  interested  were  requested  to  appear  and  show  cause  why  such 
adjustment  should  not  be  made,  reached  me  in  due  time. 

I  am  glad  that  in  the  call  the  words  ''adjustment"  and  "revision" 
are  used,  instead  of  the  word  "reduction,"  as  the  use  of  the  words  men- 
tioned does  not  necessarily  imply  that  a  reduction  is  contemplated,  but 
simply  conveys  the  idea  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission,  the 
rates  as  at  present  adjusted,  while  none  too  high,  may  be  in  some  cases 
improperly  adjusted  as  to  localities.  If  such  conditions  do  exist,  I 
hope  that  proper  adjustment  can  be  made  without  having  the  effect  of 
reducing  the  revenue  of  the  roads.  If  it  develops,  however,  that  the 
adjustment  will  in  any  way  have  the  effect  of  reducing  the  rates  and 
earnings  of  the  railways,  I,  as  representing  one  of  the  railway  com- 
panies doing  business  in  this  State,  most  respectfully  protest  against 
any  change  in  that  direction. 

I  will  briefly  state  why,  in  my  opinion,  no  reductions  in  existing 
rates,  either  generally  or  on  any  commodity,  should  be  made.  I  am 
not  aware  that  any  railroad  company  operating  entirely  in  this  State, 
or  in  this  and  adjoining  states,  is  in  a  mote  prosperous  condition  today 
than  it  has  been  at  any  time  during  the  last  ten  years;  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  earnings  per  ton  per  mile  have  increased  on  any  trunk  line  in 
the  State;  I  am  not  aware  that  the  quality  of  freight  or  passenger 
service  has  in  any  manner  deteriorated.  In  short,  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  new  conditions  have  come  into  existence  which  would  justify 
either  the  Missouri  or  any  other  State  Commission  to  order,  or  even 
suggest,  a  reduction  in  railroad  rates.  Bat  1  do  know,  and  will  uader- 
take  to  show,  that  conditions  just  the  reverse  of  those  mentioned  exist, 
and  to  such  an  extent  a3  to  necessitate  serious  consideration  on  the 
part  of  nearly  if  not  all  the  roads  operating  in  this  and  adjoining 
states — circumstances  that  cannot  help  but  lead  up  to  the  fact  that 
further  reductions  should  at  once  cease,  and  an  era  of  advances  be 
inaugurated. 

In  1876,  the  earnings  of  the  C.  &  A.  on  freight  were  16.26  mills 
per  ton  per  mile  ; 
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Now  what  does  this  gradual  reduction  until  it  amounts  to  about 
four  mills  per  ton  per  mile,  or  29%  in  11  years,  demonstrate  ?  Why, 
it  demonstrates  a  decrease  of  $1,600,000  on  earnings  of  $5,500,000, 
which  is  about  the  average  yearly  freight  earnings  of  the  C.  &  A.  for 
the  last  11  years,  and  exhibits  50%  reduction  since  1876,  or  within  17 
years. 

Had  there  been  a  large  increase  in  tonnage  during  the  11  years 
mentioned,  or  reduction  in  the  operating  expenses,  the  reduction  in 
rates  might  not  have  proved  so  burdensome,  but  there  was  actually  no 
increase  in  tonnage,  as  in  1882  the  tons  carried  were,  in  round  num- 
bers, 3,522,000  tons,  and  in  1892,  3,5 16,000  *  tons,  a  decrease  of  6000 
tons,  while  the  average  for  11  years  is  3,600,000  tons,  1892  showing  84 
tons  less  than  the  average. 

Now,  as  to  operating  expenses,  the  Illinois  Commission  in  its  last 
annual  report  (  1891 )  makes  the  following  statement : 

u  While  the  table  of  earnings  shows  that  this  year  has  been  a  pros- 
perous one  to  the  railroads,  and  that  their  receipts  have  increased 
7.25%  over  the  receipts  of  the  previous  year,  still  it  should  borne  in 
mind  that  their  operating  expenses  have  increased  in  much  larger 
ratio,  to  wit:  12.66%." 

Now,  to  be  specific,  what  does  the  Chicago  &  Alton  annual  report 
for  1892  show  ?  It  showecUa  decrease  in  freight  earnings,  as  compared 
with  1391,  of  $14,518.38.  It  showed  an  increase  in  operating  expenses 
of  $349,048.91,  or  nearly  8%.  It  showed  a  decrease  in  the  net  earnings 
of  nearly  7%,  and  a  decrease  in  net  earnings  per  mile  of  road  of 
$248.18.  It  showed  a  decrease  in  earnings  in  farm  products  from  local 
stations  in  Missouri  of  $89,864.81.  It  showed  an  increase  in  total  ton- 
nage transported  of  14,824  tons,  and  an  increase  in  freight  transported 
one  mile  of  7,758,828  tons;  and  it  showed  a  decrease  in  gross  earnings, 
as  compared  with  1887,  six  years  ago,  of  $1,210,775.78,  while  the  de- 
crease in  operating  expenses  and  taxes  for  the  same  period  was  only 
$462,404.12.    The  pay-roll  of  1892  was  nearly  $200,000  in  excess  of  1891 . 

Now,  what  is  the  outlook  this  year?  So  far  as  freight  is  con- 
cerned, it  is  worse  than  last.  There  seems  to  be  no  let-up  to  the  de- 
crease in  earnings,  or  to  the  increase  in  operating  expenses.  Does  it 
not  stand  to  reason  that  any  further  reduction  in  rates  or  earnings 
must  be  met  by  retrenchment  in  expenses  in  some  direction?  Where 
this  retrenchment  will  strike,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say,  but  it  must 
necessarily  cover  a  large  range.  I  am  in  hopes  tliat  no  portion  will 
fall  upon  the  employes. 

I  have  not  examined  the  records  of  other  large  roads  operating  in 
he  State  of  Missouri,  but  if  they  are  in  line  with  that  of  the  C.  &  A., 
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and  if  the  necessary  retrenchment  should,  any  portion  of  it,  fall  upon 
the  30,000  railroad  employes  of  this  State,  the  question  may  be  asked, 
why  should  the  interests  of  these  30,000  law-abiding  and  industrious 
citizens,  and  in  many  cases  tax-payers,  and  their  families,  be  ignored, 
and  their  incomes  jeopardized  for  the  benefit  of  the  almost  infinitesi- 
mal few  that  may,  in  some  way,  be  benefited  by  a  reduction  in  trans- 
portation rates.  The  wages  of  these  men  is  spent  in  the  State  of  Mis- 
souri, and  retrenchment  either  in  the  way  of  number  or  wages  would 
seriously  affect  thousands  of  trades  and  industries  that  are  benefited 
by  the  prosperity  and  patronage  of  these  railway  ernployen. 

This  showing  is,  I  believe,  sufficient  to  convince  this  honorable 
■Commission  that  there  would  be  no  justice  in  action  that  would  result 
in  a  reduction  in  rates. 

By  Mr.  Elliott  :  Mr.  Chaiiman,  before  going  into  the  proposed 
rates  in  detail,  I  would  like  to  point  out  the  general  aspects  of  the 
question  as  it  appears  to  the  railroads.  I  think  the  Commission  will 
agree  that  no  citizens  of  Missouri  are  more  anxious  than  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  railroads  to  have  the  State  developed  and  to  see  it 
grow,  because  only  through  its  growth  and  development  can  Mis- 
souri railroads  become  profitable.  This  State,  as  all  of  its  citizens 
admit,  is  a  great  one,  but  as  yet,  there  is  a  great  deal  of  it  undeveloped. 
You  will  see  by  looking  at  the  map  that  there  is  a  large  section  where 
there  are  no  railroads.  Even  north  of  the  Missouri  river,  where  they 
have  the  greater  number  of  roads,  there  is  still  a  demand  today  for 
more  roads.  If  you  look  at  the  report  of  the  Commission  for  the  year 
1891,  we  find  that  the  Commission  give  it  as  their  opinion  that  the 
railroads  of  the  State  could  not  be  duplicated  for  less  than  $45,000 
per  mile.  If  we  allow  six  per  cent  interest  on  that,  and  that  is  not  an 
unfair  interest,  it  would  be  $2700  for  a  year.  On  the  same  page  the 
report  shows  that  the  bonded  debt  of  the  roads  in  this  State  is  about 
$28,000  per  mile,  which  at  6%  would  be  about  $L680,  which  would  have 
to  be  earned  to  pay  interest  on  the  bonds.  The  Commissioners'  report 
says,  on  page  10,  that  of  the  48  railroads  operating  in  Missouri,  11  of 
them  do  not  make  operating  expenses.  Take  the  railroads  as  a  whole? 
in  this  State,  there  was,  according  to  your  own  figures,  a  net  income  of 
$1931.39  per  mile.  From  this  you  must  deduct  the  taxes,  operating 
expenses,  etc.,  and  place  some  to  the  credit  of  the  reserve  fund  for 
bad  years;  for  railroads,  like  any  other  business,  have  their  bad  years, 
and  this  it  seems  to  me  is  not  a  time  for  making  a  general  reduction  in 
rates. 

Nearly  every  road  in  the  State  is  badly  in  need  of  improvements. 
You  go  to  the  city  of  St.  Joseph,  one  of  the  wealthiest  cities  in  the 
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State  and  one  of  the  best  business  places,  and  the  wholesale  mer- 
chants will  say,  u  Why  don't  you  give  us  better  freight  depots?"  The 
only  answer  the  railroad  men  can  give  them  is  that  we  cannot  afford 
to  invest  any  more  money  in  improvements.  You  go  to  Kansas  City. 
Two  years  ago  Kansas  City  had  a  very  large  grain  business,  and  the/ 
railroads  were  anxious  to  help  Kansas  City  with  its  grain.  The  result 
of  all  this  was  a  grain  blockade  at  that  place,  and  our  cars  were  tied 
up  there  for  months.  That  stopped  the  grain  trade  at  Kansas  City. 
Kansas  City  asks  the  railroads  to  increase  their  tracks  there,  so  that 
Kansas  City  and  other  stations  in  the  State  can  increase  their  busi- 
ness. 

Let  us  look  and  see  how  the  railroads  have  improved  in  compari- 
son with  the  growth  of  the  State  in  the  last  25  years.  In  1875  the 
earnings  per  mile  were  $5189.  I  think  the  State  has  made  great  strides 
since  then.  In  J 885  they  earned  $5917,  only  a  little  more  than  $700' 
per  mile  since  1875.  But,  in  the  meantime,  the  railroad  companies  had 
been  investing  thousands  of  dollars  in  improvements  and  building  new 
roads.  The  railroads  north  of  the  Missouri  river  certainly  need  to  put 
more  money  into  their  property.  The  managers  would  like  to  do  it. 
They  are  not  pleased  with  their  roads  as  they  are.  A  great  many 
managers  take  special  pride  in  their  roads,  and  would  like  to  have 
everything  in  first  class  shape.  A  great  many  of  the  North  Missouri 
roads  have  light  rails  and  poor  station  buildings. 

The  year  1892  was  fair  and  the  first  half  of  this  year  was,  perhaps,, 
fair.    But  the  roads  today  are  confronted  with  a  depression  of  busi- 
ness, the  earnings  are  falling  off  every  day,  and  a  very  serious  problem 
will  soon  be  presented  to  the  railroad  manager,  and  that  is,  whether  or 
not  he  can  keep  the  labor  now  in  his  employ  still  employed.    I  do  not  I 
think  the  Commissioners  ought  at  this  time  to  make  the  burden  on  the 
roads  any  greater.    I  think  you  gentlemen,  who  have  probably  looked 
into  this  question  as  closely  as  the  general  freight  agents,  are  aware 
of  the  fact  that  freight  rates  gradually  decrease  themselves  to  meet  1 
the  conditions  of  the  country  ;  that  rates  are  lower  at  present  than  they 
were  a  few  years  ago.    They  gradually  come  down  with  the  increase 
of  population  and  increase  of  business.    A  railroad  is  a  great  big  . 
machine,  and  errors  are  made  in  its  management  no  doubt.  Railroad 
men  are  no  more  infallible  than  any  other  class  of  men.    If  there  are  . 
complaints  from  any  particular  place  about  rates,  I  think  it  would  be  j 
better  for  the  railroad  complained  against  to  take  up  these  complaints 
and  discuss  them  one  by  one.  There  are  plenty  of  roads  here  that  could 
not  stand  the  general  reduction  embraced  in  Mr.  Harding's  call.  Their 
business  is  good;  it  is  not  by  any  means  as  good  as  they  would  like  to 
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"have  it.  Of  course  the  railroads,  I  think,  would  be  glad  to  make  any 
reductions  that  would  seem  in  the  long  run  to  increase  their  business. 
But  is  it  not  better  for  the  rates  to  be  so  adjusted  on  any  article — stock 
if  you  like — that  the  shipper  can  readily  get  to  a  good  market  ?  As 
the  rates  are  now  adjusted,  he  can  readily  get  to  Chicago,  Kansas 
City  or  St.  Louis.  We  have  not  yet  received  a  complaint  as  to  the 
rates  themselves.  The  only  complaint  we  have  is  that  some  man  wants 
a  little  better  rate  than  that  afforded  his  neighbor. 

I  have  not  made  a  careful  examination  of  the  figures  in  these 
tables,  for  I  only  returned  to  my  office  a  few  days  ago  and  have  not 
had  the  time.  But  I  would  urge  that  the  present  is  a  bad  time  for  any 
general  reduction.  If  there  is  any  part  of  the  State  where  the  rates 
seem  to  be  unfair,  I  would  urge  that  the  Commission  take  them  up  and 
consider  them,  and  take  whatever  action  that  would  be  fair  to  both 
sides.  I  judge  that  the  Commissioners  have  the  welfare  of  the  rail- 
roads as  well  as  the  welfare  of  the  shippers  at  heart.  If  it  is  the  de- 
sire of  the  Commission  to  go  into  these  figures  in  detail,  I  will  be  glad 
to  answer  any  questions  I  can  in  regard  to  the  property  I  represent. 
But  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  wise  at  this  time  to  take  any  action 
that  would  tend  to  decrease  the  rates.  Laborers  are  now  coming  over 
to  this  State  seeking  for  work.  We  cannot  afford  to  turn  our  own 
men  out  to  join  this  band  of  idle  workmen — men  made  tramps  by  force 
of  circumstances.  If  any  sweeping  reductions  in  rates  are  made  it 
will  force  us  to  reduce  our  working  force,  and  thus  add  our  quota  to 
this  army  of  unemployed  men.    I  believe  that  is  all  I  have  to  say. 

Mr.  Knight :  Mr.  Chairman,  Gentlemen — I  prepared  no  speech  or 
no  statistical  information  with  a  view  to  meeting  the  issue  you  have 
called  up,  but  I  can  reiterate  what  has  been  stated  by  Mr.  Courtright,  to 
the  effect  that  it  appears  to  me  to  be  a  very  unfortunate  time  to  raise 
this  general  question  of  a  sweeping  reduction  in  rates  that  you  have 
suggested.  The  railroads  are  certainly  in  a  crippled  condition.  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  a  railroad  in  the  State  of  Missouri  making  any 
more  than  operating  expenses  today. 

Any  general  reduction  as  contemplated  in  the  call  would  simply 
hurry  the  bankruptcy  of  many  of  the  railroads  in  the  State.  If  the 
conditions  existing  at  this  time  continue  for  any  great  length  of  time, 
there  is  no  doubt  but  that  many  of  your  roads  will  go  into  the  hands 
of  a  receiver,  and  that  condition  will  oniy  be  hurried  forward  by  a  re- 
duction of  the  rates.  We  were  quite  surprised  at  receiving  this  call, 
because  we  thought  most  of  our  patrons  were  well  satisfied  with  the 
present  rates.  We  have  had  very  few  complaints,  and  the  business  is, 
we  feel,  being  conducted  in  a  very  satisfactory  manner.    We  are  fur- 
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nishing  improved  equipments  for  the  handling  of  live-stock,  and  we  are 
giving  good  service,  as  we  look  at  it.  We  are  doing  everything  possi- 
ble for  the  shipper,  and  we  feel  that  the  present  rates  are  not  extor- 
tionate by  any  means;  in  fact,  they  are  what  we  consider  not  much 
above  the  cost  of  handling  the  property. 

It  seems  to  me  that  if  this  call  originates  from  individual  com- 
plaints, we  should  have  an  opportunity  to  see,  consider  and  answer 
these  complaints,  and  try  to  dispose  of  any  legitimate  dissatisfaction 
without  being  subjected  to  a  sweeping  reduction.  We  feel  that  we  are 
entitled  to  fair  consideration  and  fair  support  by  the  Commission,  and 
that  our  interests  ought  to  be  considered  at  the  same  time  the  inter- 
ests of  the  public  are  being  considered.  We  have,  we  think,  certain 
rights  that  ought  to  be  protected  as  well  as  those  of  the  public.  We 
feel  that  if  this  matter  is  given  fair  consideration  you  will  not  urge  at 
this  time  this  proposed  reduction  in  the  rates.  That  is  about  all  I  care 
to  say. 

By  J.  G.  Miller:  I  wish  to  speak  for  the  Atchison  road.  There 
is  little  I  could  add  to  what  has  been  said  by  Mr.  Oourtright,  except  that 
the  Atchison  road  is  a  new  road  in  Missouri.  It  was  built  in  1888  and 
a  large  amount  of  money  has  been  expended  in  betterments.  So  far 
as  the  live-stock  rates  go  the  service  has  been  so  much  improved  that 
if  the  rates  in  effect  in  the  last  two  or  three  years  were  reasonable 
when  they  were  established,  the  service  now  given  should  entitle  the 
road  to  an  advance.  So  far  as  the  reductions  on  other  classes  of 
freight  embraced  in  the  call  are  concerned,  we  do  not  know  of  a  single 
complaint  that  has  been  made  by  a  shipper  on  our  line  of  any  unreason- 
able rates.  Any  reductions  in  rates  at  the  present  time  are  to  be 
deplored  on  account  of  the  decrease  of  tonnage. 

Any  reduction  of  rates  on  the  principal  commodities  .handled  by 
the  railroads,  such  as  grain,  live-stock,  coal,  etc.,  means  a  serious  reduc- 
tion in  earnings.  I  suppose  the  Commissioners  are  aware  that  the 
managers  are  now  in  session  trying  to  see  how  they  can  reduce  expenses 
to  meet  the  present  conditions. 

By  Mr.  Phelps:  I  think  this  Board  should  adopt  a  set  of  rules 
governing  the  investigation  of  matters  of  this  kind,  similar  to  those 
adopted  by  the  National  Railroad  Commissioners,  and  which  have  just 
been  adopted  by  the  Illinois  State  Commissioners.  That  is,  if  a  com- 
plaint is  made,  that  that  complaint  shall  be  a  case  and  this  body  shall 
be  the  court.  That  gives  the  railroads  an  opportunity  to  see  these 
people,  and  if  there  has  been  a  mistake  made  or  a  misunderstanding 
has  arisen,  it  can  be  corrected  without  going  into  a  general  examina- 
tion of  the  question. 
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Of  coarse  I  know  nothing  about  what  is  considered  a  reasonable 
rate  for  shipping  wheat,  but  I  do  know  that  our  company  has  felt  the 
effect  of  the  stringency  in  the  money  market  at  this  time.  I  do  not  think 
I  am  betraying  any  secret  when  I  say  that  our  earnings  are  shrinking 
away  until  it  is  a  question  with  the  management  whether  the  property 
is  of  any  value  at  all.  Unless  there  are  individual  complaints,  unless 
some  individual  feels  that  he  is  aggrieved  py  the  charges  made  by  the 
railroad  company  doing  his  business,  this  is  not  a  time  for  this  reduc- 
tion to  be  made,  it  seems  to  me.  As  far  as  my  observation  goes,  and 
as  far  as  I  know  from  other  sources,  there  have  been  no  complaints 
made  by  our  shippers.  I  do  not  think  there  are  any  resolutions  being 
adopted  by  any  commercial  bodies  or  any  class  of  shippers  in  regard 
to  too  high  rates. 

By  Mr.  Cale :  I  was  somewhat  surprised  to  receive  this  table  of 
rates,  as  I  did  not  know  there  were  any  complaints  about  rates  on  our 
lines.  I  find  this  proposed  reduction  will  reduce  our  earnings  from 
ten  to  thirty  per  cent.  I  have  not  had  time  to  collect  any  data,  but  I 
made  inquiry  as  to  the  price  farmers  are  getting  for  their  cattle,  and  I 
understand  they  are  getting  what  they  call  fair  prices.  One  party  of 
whom  I  inquired  had  sold  his  cattle  for  $2.85  and  $3.05  per  hundred.  I 
asked  him  what  they  weighed,  and  he  said  they  averaged  1300  pounds. 
Taking  22  head  to  the  car  would  make  his  car-load  of  cattle  worth  in 
the  neighborhood  of  $729,  and  the  freight  was  $40  in  round  numbers. 
He  did  not  pay  to  exceed  $15  a  head  for  these  same  cattle  a  year  ago, 
and  counting  the  cost  of  feeding  and  care,  the  net  income  of  $320  was 
made  on  his  investment  of  $330. 

But  to  proceed :  There  is  not  a  railroad  that  is  earning  its  fixed 
charges.  I  do  not  believe  that  anybody  here  today  will  say  his  road  is 
making  its  fixed  charges.  A  reduction  in  the  rates  as  proposed  would 
certainly  mean  bankruptcy  to  our  lines.  That  seems  like  a  hard  thing 
for  one  in  my  position  to  say,  but  I  suppose  I  am  not  telling  any  secret 
when  I  say  this  reduction  would  mean  bankruptcy  for  us.  There  is 
another  phase  to  this  question.  A  reduction  of  rates  means  a  reduc- 
tion of  earnings.  To  meet  this  reduction  the  company  will  be  com- 
pelled to  reduce  its  working  force.  They  have  to  make  money  to  meet 
their  pay-rolls.  Then  not  only  a  reduction  of  the  working  force  will 
be  necessary,  but  a  reduction  of  the  salaries  of  those  who  may  be  re- 
tained will  also  be  necessary.  We  see  an  example  now  of  what  is  go- 
ing to  happen  in  Missouri  if  this  takes  place. 

The  strike  in  Kansas  is  the  result  of  a  reduction  of  wages,  and 
they  are  now  importing  negroes  in  that  state  to  take  the  place  of  the 
striking  miners,  and  unless  I  am  very  much  mistaken  they  will  find  in 
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the  long  run  that  these  very  negroes  will  be  more  trouble  than  the 
miners  they  did  have.  Then  the  closing  down  of  various  industries  in 
Colorado  is  going  to  cause  an  overflow  of  unemployed  men  in  this 
State.  Even  now  they  are  beginning  to  tramp  this  way — not  common 
tramps,  but  men  begging  for  work  where  there  is  no  work  for  them. 
All  these  things  must  be  taken  into  consideration. 

If  you  reduce  our  earnings  we  must  reduce  the  service — not  only 
the  passenger  service,  ;but  the  freight  service  as  well.  Everybody 
knows  that  live-stock  requires  an  extra  amount  of  service  in  order  to 
be  handled  satisfactorily.  Take  hogs:  they  must  be  carefully  handled, 
and  hauled  at  a  rate  of  speed  almost  if  not  quite  equal  to  that  of  pas- 
senger trains  in  order  to  reach  water.  Then  there  is  more  complaint 
and  more  claims  for  damages  from  live-stock  than  from  any  other  class 
of  freight  handled  by  the  railroads.  The  schedules  we  have  here  pro- 
pose to  make  a  general  reduction  all  over  the  State.  I  believe  that 
you  are  sufficiently  well  acquainted  with  the  topography  of  the  railroads 
in  this  State  to  know  that  what  would  be  justice,  perhaps,  to  some  of 
them,  would  be  utter  ruin  to  others.  For  instance,  the  Frisco  cannot 
handle  freight  at  rates  that  some  of  the  other  roads  can  do,  on  account 
of  the  expense  attached  to  the  operation  of  its  road.  We  could  not 
begin  to  handle  business  at  this  same  rate. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  The  Commission  never  asked  you  to  do  that. 
Mv,  Oale ;  I  am  glad  to  bear  that.  At  the  present  time,  the  rates 
we  are  making,  we  deliver  the  stock  to  the  National  stock-yards  in 
East  St.  Louis  and  to  the  Union  stock-yards  at  St.  Louis.  We  also 
assume  the  bridge  tolls.  If  the  rates  are  reduced  we  will  have  to  add 
the  bridge  tolls  on  and  compel  the  shipper  to  pay  it.  You  will  no 
doubt  give  the  Frisco  credit  for  taking  care  of  all  complaints  made 
against  it.  You  will  also  give  the  Frisco  line  credit  for  spending  large 
sums  of  money  in  betterments.  We  have  just  built  one  of  the  hand- 
somest depots  in  the  State  at  Springfield,  but  if  the  same  conditions 
had  confronted  us  six  months  ago  that  are  before  us  today  that  depot 
would  not  have  been  built.  We  have  been  contemplating  building  a 
similar  depot  at  Carthage,  but  if  this  reduction  is  made  I  do  not  sup- 
pose that  depot  will  be  built. 

Now,  we  have  not  a  grain  blockade  in  St.  Louis  today,  b*ut  there 
is  no  elevator  capacity  there  for  taking  care  of  the  grain  shipped  in, 
and  it  is  only  a  question  of  time  when  this  question  will  have  to  be 
met  and  disposed  of.  I  suppose  the  Frisco  line  has  a  hundred  cars  of 
grain  standing  on  its  tracks  in  St.  Louis  today.  We  have  had  cars  tied 
up  for  six  months  at  a  time  from  being  unable  to  unload  them  promptly 
—there  being  no  place  where  they  could  take  care  of  the  grain.  We 
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thought  to  solve  the  problem  by  hauling  the  cars  to  East  St.  Louis,  and 
after  paying  bridge  tolls  we  found  the  same  conditions  existing  in  East 
St.  Louis  as  in  St.  Louis,  so  the  wheat  had  to  stand  in  the  cars,  and,  as 
I  said,  sometimes  for  six  months  at  a  time.  Now,  that  is  expensive 
service  for  any  line. 

The  Frisco  contemplated  building  an  extensive  elevator,  but  owing 
to  the  depressed  state  of  trade  could  not  see  our  way  clear  to  do  so. 
We  wanted  to  be  ready  to  handle  this  year's  crop.  With  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  large  elevator  at  Carondelet  last  winter,  it  throws  the  Mis- 
souri Pacific  grain  on  the  other  companies.  We  have  to  take  our  grain 
to  East  St.  Louis  in  order  to  release  our  cars.  We  think  it  cheaper  to 
do  that.  I  have  heard  it  incidentally  stated  that  our  rate  on  wheat 
from  Peirce  City  to  St.  Louis  is  twenty  cents.  We  have  not  charged 
anything  higher  than  16  cents  since  the  compromise  from  Jasper  county 
points. 

Mr.  Henuessey :  We  have  a  complaint  here  from  Richey  and 
Neosho. 

Mr.  Gale  :  We  would  be  glad  to  consider  any  complaints.  It 
eeems  to  me  if  there  are  any  complaints  and  we  could  satisfy  them,  that 
ought  to  satisfy  the  Commission.  We  did  hear  of  a  complaint  at 
Oranby,  and  we  took  the  matter  up  and  compromised  with  them. 
Ninety-five  per  cent  of  the  wheat  from  Seneca  comes  from  the  Indian 
territory,  and  that,  it  seems  to  me,  makes  it  a  question  for  the  Inter- 
state Commission  to  settle.  We  have  reduced  the  rate  from  Neosho ; 
we  reduced  the  rate  from  Rich  Hill,  and  we  reduced  the  rate  from 
Granby.  At  the  time  the  Jasper  county  complaint  was  considered,  we 
made  the  statement  then  that  there  was  very  little  wheat  shipped  over 
our  road  to  St.  Louis.  We  reduced  our  rate  east  of  Lebanou,  and  the 
parties  who  got  the  benefit  were  parties  that  had  not  asked  for  a  reduc- 
tion. A  crank  who  was  anxious  to  get  elected  to  either  the  House  or 
Senate,  I  don't  know  which,  forced  the  issue.  Twenty  cents  is  our 
maximum  rate  from  Seneca  ;  22  from  the  next  station,  and  so  on.  Most 
of  the  wheat  at  Seneca  is  drawn  from  Indian  territory,  and  a  reduction 
will  cause  trouble  in  adjoining  territory  should  rates  at  Seneca  be  re- 
duced. 

Talking  about  this  letter  from  the  Secretary,  it  mentioned  anthra- 
cite coal.  We  had  a  complaint  from  Springfield  of  that  character,  and 
we  took  it  up  and  made  a  rate.  We  satisfied  the  Springfield  complaint 
last  year,  but  if  we  have  to  reduce  the  rate  every  time  a  crank  takes  a 
notion  it  should  be  reduced,  it  seems  to  me  we  had  better  give  up  and 
go  into  the  hands  of  a  receiver  at  once.    I  think  the  rate  is  sufficiently 
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low  to  satisfy  anybody.  Hard  coal  is  a  luxury,  and  people  there  should 
not  burn  it  at  our  expense. 

I  did  not  touch  on  the  price  of  hogs.  The  prices  that  farmers  have 
been  getting  for  their  hogs  lately  is  from  two  to  three  times  as  much  as 
they  have  gotten  in  the  last  ten  years.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  say 
anything  more,  but  I  would  like  to  have  any  complaints  that  are  hied 
here  against  us,  and  will  see  if  they  cannot  be  settled. 

Mr.  Howard  Elliott :  I  was  about  to  eay,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  did  not 
speak  specifically  of  the  effect  this  reduction  would  have  on  the  Bur- 
lington road.  I  suppose  we  have  between  1100  and  1200  miles  of  road 
in  this  State.  The  reduction  on  hogs  will  make  quite  a  shrinkage  in 
our  revenue,  but  the  reduction  on  horses  is  very  marked.  The  Bur- 
lington has  access  to  three  of  the  largest  horse  markets  in  the  country 
— Chicago,  Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis— and  they  are  a  very  doubtful 
commodity.  The  reduction  on  horses  ought  not  to  be  made,  because 
the  railroads  are  entitled  to  a  high  rate  of  insurance  for  handling 
horses.  Taking  the  shipments  as  a  whole  and  claims  as  a  whole  makes 
it  very  doubtful  whether  we  will  make  any  money  from  our  shipments 
of  horses.  The  claims  for  damaged  horses  are  very  numerous,  and 
often  very  large.  Some  time  ago  we  voluntarily  made  an  adjustment 
of  live-stock  rates.  At  that  time  we  made  a  reduction  that  will  amount 
to  $10,000  or  $12,000  a  year.  If  we  have  to  make  a  further  reduction* 
the  loss  to  the  Burlington  company  on  shipments  to  those  markets 
will  be  a  very  heavy  loss,  as  well  as  to  points  on  the  Mississippi  river. 
I  have  not  said  anything  about  the  grain  business.  I  have  recently 
seen  a  great  many  of  our  local  grain  dealers—shippers  on  our  line — 
and  there  was  no  complaint,  except  that  each  man  would  like  to  have 
a  little  better  rate  than  any  other  man.  We  have  had  no  complaints  ; 
they  did  not  care  whether  the  rate  was  7  cents  or  25  cents,  just  so 
they  could  get  a  better  rate  than  the  other  man.  The  Burlington  road 
will  be  seriously  affected  by  any  reduction  on  live-stock,  not  only  in 
this  State,  but  in  Iowa. 

Mr.  Knight :  The  railroads  are  nearly  all  expected  to  and  do,, 
furnish  the  so-called  palace  car  for  the  transportation  of  live-stock.  It 
has  got  so  that  a  shipper  feels  himself  very  much  abused  if  he  is  asked 
to  take  a  28  or  30-foot  car.  We  furnish  those  superior  cars  as  far  as 
we  can,  and  that  should  be  taken  into  consideration.  I  think  there 
would  be  raised  a  very  great  hue  and  cry  if  we  were  to  refuse  to  fur- 
nish the  palace  cars.  I  believe  the  shippers  are  fairly  well  satisfied. 
These  occasional  complaints  that  come  up  could  be  settled  in  a  ma- 
jority of  cases  without  any  serious  friction,  if  we  had  an  opportunity  to 
discuss  the  matter  with  the  aggrieved  party. 


203 


Mr.  Cale:  Let  us  make  a  comparison  of  rates  in  Missouri  with 
those  of  the  adjoining  states.  Missouri  rates  today  are  very  much 
lower  than  those  in  Kansas,  Arkansas  or  Nebraska,  and  a  good  deal 
less  than  those  in  Texas  and  Colorado,  and  I  do  not  believe  a  compari- 
son should  be  made  between  our  rates  and  those  east  of  the  Missis- 
sippi river,  where  they  have  so  much  longer  hauls  and  so  much  larger 
tonnage. 

Mr.  Knight:  I  might  add,  for  the  information  of  the  Commis- 
sion, that  the  matter  of  an  advance  in  rates  in  the  states  of  Indiana, 
Ohio  and  Michigan  is  up  before  the  meeting  in  Chicago  today.  I 
think  there  will  be  a  very  material  advance  in  rates  in  those  eastern 
states. 

Mr.  Cale:  And  I  might  add  that  if  the  rates  are  not  advanced 
you  will  see  the  greatest  crop  of  receivers  that  this  country  has  ever 
seen  and  the  largest  crop  of  idle  men  that  we  have  had  since  '73. 

Mr.  I.  P.  Dana,  General  Attorney  of  the  K.  C,  F.  S.  &  G.  R.  R. : 
It  seems  to  me  very  plain  that  the  railroads  in  this  State  aie  not  in 
condition  now  to  stand  any  reduction  in  their  earnings.  What  is  the 
most  important  consideration  to  bear  in  mind  in  considering  anything 
like  a  general  change  in  rates?  That  is,  as  I  understand,  the  sub- 
ject before  the  Board.  There  may  be  instances,  or  localities,  where 
the  rates  on  cattle  are  not  what  they  ought  to  be.  As  to  that,  I  do  not 
know.  When  it  comes  to  considering  a  sweeping  reduction  of  rates 
throughout  the  State  without  regard  to  bnsiness  done  by  the  railroads, 
they  must  take  into  consideration  the  cost  of  handling  live-stock  and 
various  other  considerations  that  enter  into  the  freight  problems.  I 
think  the  question  ought  to  be  at  least  considered  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  business  done  by  the  road.  I  do  not  think  the  railroads  can  now 
stand  a  reduction.  The  rates  on  cattle  are  as  low  as  the  average  rates 
throughout  the  State,  as  I  understand  it,  and  much  below  the  rates 
fixed  in  the  statutes,  which  some  years  ago  was  approved  by  the  Com- 
mission. 

Then  there  is  another  thing,  it  seems  to  me,  ought  to  be  consid- 
ered—the effect  on  rates  outside  the  State.  Your  order  will  not  only 
affect  rates  in  Missouri,  but  it  must  affect  the  rates  over  a  larger  and 
wider  extent  of  country.  I  have  no  argument  to  make  as  to  any  par- 
ticular rate.  But  it  does  seem  to  me  that  it  would  bn  most  dangerous 
to  the  great  railroad  interests  throughout  the  State  to  make  any  sweep- 
ing reductions  at  this  time.  I  see  by  the  papers  this  morning  the  total 
valuation  of  taxable  property  has  been  increased  a  million  or  more  of 
dollars.  Some  of  these  roads  that  have  appeared  before  you  today 
have  also  had  their  taxes  increased  in  Kansas — unjustly,  some  of  them. 
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It  seems  this  proposed  reduction  ought  not  to  be  put  in  force  now. 
It  might  make  a  few  cents  to  a  few  men  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  but  it 
would  make  a  difference  of  thousands  and  perhaps  hundreds  of  thou- 
sand to  some  of  the  railroads  that  can  ill  afford  to  lose  a  cent  of  reve- 
nue. 

Mr.  Fletcher:  We  have  had  no  specific  complaints.  We  feel  like 
the  others,  that  our  interest  would  be  materially  affected  by  this  change. 
If  the  Board  has  any  specific  complaints  against  our  road,  we  would 
be  glad  to  hear  them — have  the  cases  presented  and  have  them  con- 
sidered, and  we  will  make  such  changes  as  the  Board  think  we  should 
make. 

Mr.  Carroll :  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  nothing  I  care  especially  to 
say  on  the  subject  of  rates,  but  I  do  want  to  urge  upon  this  Board  the 
necessity  and  importance  of  changing  its  rules.  There  is  no  doubt  in 
my  mind  but  what  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Legislature,  when  it 
passed  the  act  creating  this  Board,  that  it  should  sit  in  the  capacity  of 
a  court — hear  the  complaints  and  pass  judgments —  after  notifying  the 
road  complained  against  of  the  complaint.  That,  to  my  mind,  is  the 
intention  of  the  present  railroad  law  ;  that  the  defendant  railroads 
should  be  given  notice  of  any  and  all  complaints,  and  that  they  should 
be  given  a  hearing.  It  was  intended  that  parties  who  had  complaints 
should  come  to  this  Board  and  the  Board  should  act  as  a  judge  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  We  made  that  the  rule,  although  we  have  not 
established  it. 

By  Mr.  Carroll:  I  will  just  say  that  I  hope  this  Board  does  not 
contemplate  any  sweeping  reduction  of  rates  at  this  time.  I  know  it  is 
the  practice  of  railroad  attorneys  and  other  railroad  officers  to  come 
here  and  keep  talking  of  hard  times  and  the  poverty  of  the  railroads. 
At  this  time,  however,  that  poverty  is  by  no  means  confined  to  the  rail- 
roads. Only  yesterday  the  Erie  road,  one  of  the  most  important  roads, 
went  into  bankruptcy.  You  make  a  general  reduction,  and  in  sixty 
days  half  the  roads  in  this  State  will  be  in  the  hands  of  receivers.  If 
any  particular  shipper  in  the  State  has  any  particular  grievance,  let  him 
present  his  case,  and  above  all,  let  justice  be  done.  But  certainly  this 
Commission  cannot  contemplate  making  this  reduction  at  this  time.  I 
take  it  for  granted  this  reduction  was  thought  of  before  anybody 
dreamed  we  were  to  be  confronted  by  this  financial  crisis.  You  surely 
do  not  intend  to  force  them  upon  the  railroads  today.  To  do  so  means 
certain  bankruptcy  for  half  the  roads  in  this  State,  as  I  said  before. 

Mr.  Birch,  of  the  Laclede  Pressed  Brick  Co.,  of  St.  Louis: 
While  most  of  the  roads  are  giving  us  the  rates  specified  in  class  "J" 
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special,  some  of  them  are  holding  that  we  do  not  make  a  common 
brick.  Although  we  make  about  150,000,000  brick  a  year,  not  more 
than  forty  million  are  pressed  brick.  In  discussing  this  matter  in 
Chicago  some  months  ago  with  Mr.  Bipley,  he  said  he  had  looked  into 
the  matter,  and  unofficially  told  me  that  he  could  readily  enough  see 
where  this  classification  was  hurting  us  in  our  efforts  to  do  business,, 
yet  he  could  not  see  his  way  clear  to  make  his  point  clear  to  the 
inspectors ;  that  he  could  not  make  it  plain  so  any  one  except  an 
expert  in  the  brick  business  could  understand.  The  difference  between 
pressed  brick  and  common  brick  is  so  slight  that  it  takes  a  man  who 
is  in  the  bucsiness  or  who  has  been  in  the  business  to  understand  it 
Their  average  value  on  board  cars  is  less  than  810.00  per  ton. 

As  far  as  having  rates  reduced,  we  do  not  care  for  that.  Our 
intention  is  to  try  to  make  our  business  as  valuable  to  the  roads  as 
we  can.  We  have  plenty  of  cars,  of  two  sizes,  and  we  take  a  large  car 
or  small  car  according  to  the  order.  The  chief  point  of  difference  is 
with  the  classification  in  Missouri ;  for  we  claim  to  be  a  Missouri 
institution,  and  claim  St.  Louis  as  our  home. 

The  Missouri  hydraulic  pressed  brick  is  placed  in  the  third  class, 
and  other  hydraulic  pressed  brick  is  placed  in  the  fourth  class.  None 
of  the  other  adjoining  states  make  any  distinction  between  hydraulic 
pressed  brick  and  other  bricks.  It  is  only  Missouri  that  has  made  this 
discrimination  in  the  classification.  We  feel  that  it  operates  as  a  dis- 
advantage for  us — that  it  is  hardly  fair  to  us.  There  is  less  oras  little 
risk  in  hauling  a  car  of  brick,  pressed  or  common,  than  almost  any 
commodity.  I  cannot  believe  for  claim  purposes  the  risk  is  enough 
to  justify  any  difference  in  classification  than  that  in  force  for  common 
brick,  and  the  revenue  that  roads  get  for  shipment  on  account  of  heavy 
tonnage  is,  I  think,  adequate,  although  I  have  never  presumed  to  dis- 
cuss this  question  with  any  railroad  men  as  to  the  rates  they  felt  were 
necessary  for  them  to  make  money.  It  seems  to  me  they  should  have 
a  large  voice  in  it. 

Some  of  the  regulations  in  other  states — Illinois  and  Indiana,  for 
instance — are  less  than  those  in  Missouri.  I  have  had  enough  experi- 
ence with  railroads  to  know  that  they  are  too  low.  The  present  rate 
as  shown  in  Missouri  is  as  low  as  I  could  care  to  have  it.  The  only 
point  I  ask  is  that  we  be  put  on  the  same  basis  as  other  building  brick, 
aT^d  be  enabled  to  stand  on  an  even  footing.  We  ship  a  good  deal  of 
common  brick  of  an  average  value  of  about  $5  per  ton.  We  ship  more 
pressed  brick,  which  has  an  average  value  of  $10  per  ton.  There  is  in 
the  western  classification,  ornamental  brick.  They  are  worth  or  have 
a  value  of  about  $80  a  thousand.    There  so  few  of  them  shipped,  how- 
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ever,  that  I  do  not  feel  at  liberty  to  enter  them  in  this  discussion. 
The  total  shipment  of  oruainental  brick  in  a  year  I  do  not  believe  is 
enough  to  increase  the  revenue  of  a  road  $1000.  Ik  is  so  small  matter 
that  I  not  feel  like  pressing  that. 

Our  total  damages  last  year — our  shipments  from  St.  Louis  were 
1300  cars  ;  reducing  that  to  cars  of  10,000  pounds  each,  it  was  nearly 
2200  cars — the  total  damage  claims  put  in  to  railroads  were  $250. 

I  have  charge  of  all  the  railroad  business  of  the  company,  and 
have  charged  our  shipping  clerks  to  make  it  a  point  to  make  the  busi- 
ness as  profitable  to  the  roads  as  possible.  I  also  always  try  to  load 
on  the  switch  that  will  require  no  switching  by  other  roads.  That  of 
course  saves  to  the  railroads.  My  instructions  are  also  to  load  the 
cars  to  their  capacities  if  their  orders  are  in  any  shape  to  do  so.  I 
have  often  taken  our  shipping  tickets  and  gone  through  them  for  a 
month  and  not  found  300  cars  that  were  not  loaded  to  their  capacities. 
My  instructions  are  to  overload  10  per  cent,  but  don't  exceed  that  un- 
der any  circumstances.  I  do  know  that  that  is  not  always  done  by 
other  shippers.  Whatever  ruling  you  make,  of  course,  I  understand 
must  be  for  all,  although  our  business  might  be  more  profitable  than 
those  of  other  companies. 

Mr.  Courtright:  Mr.  Chairman,  will  there  be  any  objection  to  my 
asking  a  question  % 

Mr.  Hennessey :  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  Courtright:  I  want  to  ask  you,  has  there  been  any  particular 
opposition  on  the  part  of  the  roads  to  adopting  the  same  classification 
on  Missouri  roads?  I  do  not  think  the  matter  has  ever  been  pre- 
sented to  our  company.  If  it  has  it  has  never  been  called  to  my  at- 
tention. 

Mr.  Birch  :  I  presented  the  question  once  to  your  Mr.  Wann.  Mr. 
Wann  said  he  did  not  feel  justified  in  interfering  in  the  matter.  He 
did  not  feel  authorized  to  talk  it  any  further.  The  Missouri  Pacific 
tariff  is  made  to  read  "brick  other  than  fire,"  and  they  accept  it  that 
way.  Their  distance  tariff  reads  that  way.  The  other  roads  have 
"brick,  common"  and  fall  back  on  the  western  classification,  and,  in 
fact,  the  Railroad  Commissioners'  classification,  as  authority  for  refusing 
us  the  common  brick  rate,  although  we  are  practically  the  only  people 
who  make  pressed  brick  ;  just  because  our  reputation  is  such  and  they 
feel,  perhaps,  the  traffic  can  bear  it.  All  the  roads  will  allow  us  to  use 
the  common  brick  distance  rate.  I  have  never  had  any  occasion  to 
do  any  business  with  the  Chicago  &  Alton  out  of  St.  Louis.  Our 
Kansas  City  house  does  business  with  that  company,  and  I  thiuk  your 
road  has  given  them  the  advantage  of  that  rate.    It  is  only  in  occa- 
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sioual  instances  that  it  is  refused.  Bat  we  never  feel  safe  in  figuring 
on  it,  and  the  Frisco  is  the  only  one  that  regularly  refuses  to  do  it. 

Mr.  Courtright:  Mr.  Wann  thinks  that  it  would  not  come  under 
his  jurisdiction.  Our  Mr.  Fulton  gave  me  the  impression  that  he  car- 
ried the  pressed  brick  at  the  common  brick  rate.  In  the  discussion  of 
the  matter  he  advocated  that  practice,  whether  he  carried  the  pressed 
brick  that  way  or  not. 

Mr.  Birch:  I  do  not  know  of  any  other  commodity  with  as 
low  risk  value  as  pressed  brick,  or  that  will  load  as  heavily  in  tonnage. 

Mr.  Courtright:  Oae  point  is,  whether  the  railroad  companies 
would  do  any  more  business,  or  whether  you  would  do  any  more  busi- 
ness from  reduced  rates. 

Mr.  Birch:  Our  profits  would  be  no  greater,  because  we  would 
use  that  to  increase  our  trade,  and  in  that  way  hope  to  increase  the 
profits  to  the  road.  We  get  in  various  ways,  legitimately,  favors  shown 
us  by  the  railroad  companies,  and  we  have  no  desire  to  do  anything  to 
injure  them.  These  favors  are  shown  in  the  way  of  efforts  between 
themselves  to  help  us,  so  that  we  can  increase  our  business  where  it 
-does  not  hurt  them,  and  it  often  helps  us  to  get  trade.  I  would  not 
come  before  the  Commissioners  for  the  purpose  of  antagonizing  the 
railroads — that  is,  any  number  of  them.  I  am  not  after  railroads  in 
general,  but  only  after  those  that  I  feel  discriminate  against  us,  and  I 
am  after  them. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  What  is  the  difference  between  fire  and  pressed 
brick  I 

Mr.  Birch:  Soji3  fire-brick  is  worth  more  than  pressed  brick, 
and  I  said  a  while  ago  it  is  hard  to  explain  the  difference.  In  fact,  it 
is  almost  impossible  for  anybody  but  an  expert  to  tell  the  difference. 
Another  thing  to  take  into  consideration  is  the  fact  that  fire-brick  can 
be  made  in  very  few  places.  Building  brick  can  be  made  most  any- 
where. People  as  a  general  thing  only  want  a  few  pressed  brick  for 
facing  their  houses.  For  instance,  Mr.  Stephens  here  in  your  own 
town  is  putting  up  a  house  that  he  does  not  expect  to  occupy  after  his 
term  of  office  expires — putting  ifup  to  sell.  He  could  face  his  build- 
ing for  £200  more,  and  would  do  it  if  he  expected  to  live  here.  As  it 
is,  he  puts  it  up  in  Jefferson  City  brick.  This  is  about  the  rule.  I  find 
a  man  will  spend  $500  or  $601)  for  a  bath-tub  in  his  house,  but  he  will 
not  use  pressed  brick  to  face  it,  simply  because  it  will  cost  him  two  or 
three  hundred  dollars.  He  thinks,  if  I  take  St.  Louis  brick  it  will  cost 
me  $500,  but  does  not  stop  to  figure  that  he  will  get  more  value  for 
the  money  expended.  He  just  figures  on  the  cost  of  the  brick  and 
says,  "I  won't  do  it."     It  is  really  to  the  interest  of  the  roads  to  en- 
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courage  the  shipment,  because  it  makes  traffic,  and  the  damage  to  other 
brick-\ards  throughout  the  State  is  infinitesimal.  In  fact,  I  think  it 
rather  encourages  their  business.  We  don't  hope  to  sell  much  ma- 
terial, except  where  we  strike  a  man  with  some  pride  and  get  him  to 
use  first-class  material.  It  strikes  me  as  a  little  odd  that  the  Missouri 
and  Western  Classification  committee  should  be  the  ones  to  take  the 
lead  in  discriminating  against  us. 

Mr.  Oourtright :  Since  1887,  when  the  roads  were  required  to  file 
their  classification,  it  was  determined  to  adopt  the  Western  classifica- 
tion, except  in  so  far  as  it  conflicted  with  the  statutes. 

Mr.  Harding:  And  then  it  was  understood  by  the  Board,  and  so 
announced,  that  the  Western  classification  would  be  in  force  in  the 
State,  except  in  so  far  as  it  conflicted  with  the  State  classification.  The 
Commissioners  made  the  first  classification  in  1878.  At  that  time  brick 
was  higher  than  now.  Afterward  they  made  a  division  in  class  J,  and 
put  common  brick  in  class  "J"  special,  and  made  a  different  classifica- 
tion for  brick  of  other  quality.  But  after  1887  the  Commissioners 
adopted  the  Western  classification,  and  up  to  this  time  the  matter  has 
never  been  brought  before  the  Board. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  ^The  Laclede  Fire-brick  Company  was  the  first  to 
send  in  any  complaint. 

Mr.  Birch  :    We  do  not  make  any  fire  brick. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  I  do  not  believe  it  would  hurt  the  road  any  to 
change  that. 

Mr.  Birch  :  If  it  does  not  increase  their  business  I  shall  feel  disap- 
pointed. It  may  not  increase  their  earnings  to  any  considerable  extent,, 
but  I  think  it  will  very  materially  increase  our  business  and  not  decrease 
their  earnings.  It  simply  means  putting  us  on  a  common  brick  basis. 
These  brick  are  made  here  in  the  State. 

Mr.  Harding:  One  of  the  yards  here  makes  some  very  fine  brick.. 
You  can  see  them  on  the  front  of  this  new  house  just  outside  the 
grounds. 

Mr.  Birch:    That  is  practically  the  same  brick  we  make. 

Mr.  Hennessey :    Your  brick  is  better  than  any  of  those  ? 

Mr.  Birch  :  Some  of  them  are  better,  but  we  cannot,  in  the  face 
of  the  rulings — we  cannot  insist  upon  a  man  taking  even  the  coarsest 
brick.    Our  process  is  the  dry  process. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :    You  have  patent  machines,  haven't  you  ? 

Mr.  Birch :  We  have  patent  machines,  but  there  are  about  700 
other  machines  that  have  come  oat  since  ours  that  all  claim  to  be  very 
much  superior. 
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Mr.  Harding :  There  is  another  brick  made  here  that  is  not  so  good 
as  riie  Pohl  brick,  and  yet  the  poorer  brick  would  take  the  highest 
classification.  The  Pohl  brick  are  worth  about  $2  a  thousand  more 
than  the  brick  made  by  the  Jefferson  City  Brick  Company,  and  yet  to 
ship  them  they  would  take  a  lower  classification,  one  being  hand-made, 
the  other  machine-made. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  That  is  not  right. 

Mr.  Birch  :  I  cannot  deny  that  our  brick  average  more  in  selling 
value  than  the  others  do,  still  we  have  some  brick  as  cheap  as  anybody. 
We  cannot  use  that  rate  because  they  are  pressed  brick,  and  yet  where 
to  draw  the  line  between  the  common  brick  and  the  pressed  brick 
would  take  an  expert  in  the  brick  business  to  do  it.  We  do  not  ship 
a  great  deal  outside  of  the  State. 

Mr.  Courtright :  The  solution  might  be  to  advance  the  rate  on 
common  brick. 

Mr.  Birch  :  If  I  thought  it  was  to  the  interest  of  the  roads  to  do 
it,  I  would  endorse  a  move  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  Courtright :  The  only  point  is  whether  the  rate  on  common 
brick  is  not  unprofitable. 

Mr.  Cowgill :  What  is  the  price  of  ornamental  'I 

Mr.  Birch:  Our  discussion  at  Chicago  started  on  that  basis — what 
was  called  the  ornamental  brick — and  we  decided  that  all  brick  other 
than  square  were  ornamental.  Later  the  committee  modified  that  rul- 
ing to  read  ''bricks  which  had  terra  cotta  designs'7  were  ornamental 
bricks.  That  is  a  term  which  is  capable  of  some  elasticity  ;  still  they 
are  a  brick  that  is  very  little  used.  One  of  the  strongest  points  made 
by  the  brick  trade  is,  that  the  building  season,  when  we  handle  our 
bricks  for  transportation,  is  one  of  dullness  in  traffic  matters.  From 
November  until  March,  I  hardly  see  a  soliciting  agent  in  our  office. 
The  building  season,  in  the  nature  of  things,  is  in  a  season  when 
traffic  is  dull.  We  would  have  no  objection  at  all  to  having  the  mini- 
mum rate  on  brick  increased,  if  there  is  any  feeling  on  the  part  of  the 
railroads  that  the  rate  is  too  low. 

On  July  28,  1893,  the  following  letter  was  written  and  mailed  to 
all  present  at  meeting  on  27th  : 

In  the  matter  of  certain  adjustments  and  revisions,  as  set  forth  in  circular 
letter  from  this  office,  July  13,  inst.,  and  concerning  which  hearings  were  had  on 
the  26th  and  27th  iast.,  the  Commissioners  decide  to  withhold  their  decision  until 
Tuesday,  August  28,  next. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 
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August  29 — The  following  letter  was  written  : 

In  the  matter  of  a  reduction  of  live-stock  rates,  etc.,  hearing  of  which,  was 
had  July  28,  the  Board  decided ,  owing  to  the  continued  depression  in  business, 
to  postpone  their  decision  until  Tuesday,  October  31,  1893. 

On  October  31,  the  matter  of  proposed  reduction  in  rates  was 
further  postponed  until  November  21, 1893. 

On  November  21,  1893,  the  matter  was  again  taken  up  and  indefi- 
nitely postponed  it  appearing  to  the  Board  after  careful  investigation 
and  inquiry,  that  a  reduction  in  rates  at  this  time  was  not  advisable, 
under  the  existing  circumstances  and  conditions. 


ACTION  EEGARDING  BILLING  OF  FREIGHTS. 
Early  in  February,  1893,  the  attention  of  the  Board  was  called  to 
an  article  written  by  Hon.  Geo.  T.  Lee,  of  Van  Buren,  Carter  county, 
Mo.,  and  published  in  the  local  newspaper  of  that  town,  regarding 
freight  rates  from  St.  Louis  to  Van  Buren.  The  matter  was  of  import- 
ance sufficient  to  warrant  an  investigation  by  the  Board,  and  for  that 
purpose  a  conference  was  had  with  ,Mr.  Parker,  Frt.  Traffic  Manager, 
Mo.  P.  R'y. 

On  February  20,  1893,  the  following  was  received : 

St.  Louis,  Mo  ,  Feb.  17,  1893. 

Hon.  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jeflerson  City,  Mo. 

Gentlemen— Referring  to  interview  between  the  writer  and  your  Honorable 
Board  on  Tuesday  last,  I  beg  to  advise  that  a  careful  examination  of  our  tariffs 
reveals  that  we  have  no  rates  and  divisions  for  Van  Buren,  Mo.,  or  the  territory 
adjacent  thereto,  via  Hoxie.  Shipments  offered  our  company,  destined  to  Van 
Buren,  Mo  ,  would  be  way-billed  to  Williamsville,  Mo.,  and  there  delived  to  the 
ewners  or  such  connecting  carrier  a3  they  should  designate. 

Would  respectfully  recommend  that  complainants  be  asked  to  substantiate 
their  complaint  with  definite  information  ;  or,  better  still,  that  the  matter  be  held 
in  abeyance  until  a  properly  supported  complaint  i$  brought  forward. 

Yours  respectfuUy, 

C.  A.  Parker, 

Freight  Traffic  Manager. 

February  20 — The  following  was  written  to  Hon.  Geo.  T.  Lee,  Van 
Buren,  Mo. : 

The  attention  of  the  Commissioners  was  called  some  days  since  to  an  article 
in  the  Van  Buren  papers,  regarding  rates  from  St.  Louis  to  Van  Buren,  via  Hoxie. 
This  matter  was  taken  up  with  Mr.  Parker,  Freight  Traffic  Manager  St.  L.,  I.  M. 
&  S.  railway,  and  he  writes  as  follows :  "  1  beg-  to  advise  that  a  careful  examina- 
tion of  our  tariffs  reveals  that  we  have  no  rates  and  divisions  for  Van  Buren,  Mo., 
or  the  territory  adjacent  thereto,  via  Hoxie.   Shipments  offered  our  company 
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destined  to  Van  Buren,  Mo.,  would  be  way-billed  to  Williamsville,  Mo.,  and  there 
delivered  to  the  owners,  or  such  connecting  carriers  as  they  should  designate. 
Would  respectfully  recommend  that  complainants  be  asked  to  substantiate  their 
complaints  with  definite  information."  ******** 

The  above  is  for  your  information,  with  request  that  you  file  such  complaint 
as  you  may  deem  proper. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

February  28 — The  following  was  received: 

Van  Burex,  Mo.,  Feb.  27,  1S93. 
James  Harding,  Secretary  Railroad  Commission  : 

My  Dear  Sir — Replying  to  yours  of  Feb.  20,  '93,  in  which  you  say  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Board  had  been  called  to  an  article  of  mine,  lately  published  in  the  Van 
Buren  Local,  by  one  Mr.  Parker,  Traffic  Manager  of  the  St.  L.,  I.  M.  <fe  S.  R'y,  in 
which  you  say  he  (Parker)  wrote  the  Commissioners  as  follows  : 

*4I  beg  to  advise  that  a  careful  examination  of  our  tariff  reveals  that  we  have 
no  rate  and  division  for  Van  Buren,  Mo.,  or  the  territory  adjacent  thereto,  via 
Hoxie.  Shipments  offered  our  company  destined  for  Van  Buren,  Mo  ,  would  be 
way-billed  to  Williamsville,  Mo.,  and  there  delivered  to  the  owners  or  such  con- 
necting carriers  as  they  should  designate.  Would  respectfully  recommend  that 
complainants  be  asked  to  substantiate  their  complaints  with  definite  information." 

Replying  to  this  statement  by  Mr.  Parker,  I  have  this  to  say  (under  oath). 
Either  he  is  not  posted  in  his  business  or  he  states  what  he  knows  to  be  false. 

About  three  years  ago,  we  found  that  our  freight,  when  shipped  via  St.  L.,  I. 
M.  &  S.  R'y,  was  sent  via  Hoxie,  Ark.,  so  we  ordered  our  goods  (from  St.  Louis) 
marked  via  Williamsville  and  Hunter,  and  these  goods  so  marked  went  via  Hoxie 
and  Willow  Springs.  We  wrote  our  consignors  at  St.  Louis  complaining  of  this 
injustice,  and  after  seeing  officials  of  the  I.  M.  R.  R.,  they  informed  me  (by  let- 
ters) that  road  refused  to  deliver  freight  to  Houck's  road  at  Williamsville,  saying 
they  would  make  no  rate  with  Mr.  Houck. 

We  then  shipped  for  a  while  direct  to  Williamsville,  and  bad  an  agent  there 
to  haul  to  Houck's  depot  and  reehip  to  us  here.  This  we  found  to  be  too  slow  and 
expensive,  and  since  that  we  have  either  shipped  via  river  to  Cape  Girardeau  and 
so  via  Houck's  road  here,  or  direct  to  Mill  Springs,  and  hauled  in  wagons  25  miles 
overland. 

All  this  can  be  proven  by  25  witnesses  here  if  you  desire  it. 
Only  last  Saturday  a  saloon-keeper  here,  Mr.  F.  M.  Whalen,  informed  me  that 
since  the  river  had  been  frozen  his  freight  had  been  sent  via  Hoxie,  and  cost  him 
50  per  cent  more  than  it  should. 

Now,  as  to  rates,  1  find  that  the  combined  local  rates,  via  Williamsville  and 
Hunter,  would  foot  up  69  cents  per  hundred,  while  via  Hoxie  is  a*bout  105  cents  on 
an  average.  Respectfully, 

G.  T.  Lee. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  28th  day  of  Feb.,  A.  D.  1893. 
[seal]  James  M.  McGhee, 

Clerk  County  Court,  Carter  county,  Mo. 

March  3,  1893 — The  following  was  written  to  Mr.  Parker: 

Mr.  Geo.  T.  Lee  of  Van  Buren,  Mo.,  makes  the  following  sworn  statement : 
About  three  years  ago  we  found  that  our  freight  when  shipped  via  St.  L. ,  I.  M.  &  S.  R'y  was 
sent  via  Hoxie,  Arkansas,  and  we  ordered  our  goods  (from  St.  Louis)  marked  via  Williamsville 
and  Hunter,  and  these  goods  went  via  Hoxie  and  Willow  Springs.    We  wrote  our  consignors  at 
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St.  Louis,  complaining  of  this  injustice,  and,  after  seeing  officials  of  the  St.  L.,  I.  M.  &  S.  R.  R. , 
they  informed  me  hy  letter  that  the  road  refused  to  deliver  freight  to  Houck's  road  at  Williams- 
ville, saying  they  would  make  no  rate  with  Houck.  We  then  shipped  for  a  while  direct  to  Williams- 
vllle,  and  had  an  agent  there  to  haul  to  Houck's  depot  and  re-ship  to  us  here.  This  we  found  to  be 
too  slow  and  expensive,  and  since  that  time  we  have  shipped  via  river  to  Cape  Girardeau,  and  so 
via  Houck's  road  here,  or  direct  to  Mill  Springs  and  hauled  in  wagons  25  miles  overland.  All  this 
can  he  proved  by  25  witnesses  here  if  you  desire  it.  Only  last  Saturday  a  Baloon-keeper  here,  Mr. 
F.  M  Whalen,  informed  me  that  since  the  river  had  been  frozen  up  freight  had  been  sent  via 
-  Hoxie  and  cost  them  50  per  cent  more  than  it  should.  Now  as  to  this,  I  find  that  the  combined 
local  rates  from  Willi arasville  and  Hunter  would  foot  up  69  cents  per  hundred,  while  via  Hoxie 
about  $1.05  on  an  average. 

I  am  instructed  by  the  Commissioners  to  state  that  in  accordance  with  law, 
as  they  understand  it,  the  St.  L.,  I.  M.  &  S.  R'y  Co.  cannot  divert  shipments  from 
points  or  routes  designated  by  shippers,  and  their  recommendation  is  that  here- 
after all  freight  shipped  to  points  on  St.  L.,  C.  G.  &  Ft.  S.,  or  Current  River  R.  R.,. 
and  billed  via  Williamsville,  be  delivered  at  that  point,  to  such  consignee  as  may 
be  indicated  by  bills  of  lading. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

The  following  was  also  written  Mr.  Lee  same  date  : 

*****  Letter  has  been  written  C.  A..  Parker,  Freight  Traffic  Manager^ 
to  the  effect  that  all  merchandise  shipped  on  the  St.  L,  I.  M.  &  S.  R'y  to  Tan 
Buren  or  points  on  either  the  Current  River  or  St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Ft. 
Smith  R.  R.,  via  Williamsville,  be  delivered  at  that  point  as  billed. 

Order  has  been  made  this  day,  that  connecting  track  be  put  in  at  Williams- 
ville within  90  days  after  receipt  of  order. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

March  9 — the  following  was  received : 

St.  Louis,  Mo  ,  March  8,  1893. 
Hon.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  &  W.  H.  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— This  will  acknowledge  receipt  of  yours  of  March  3,  directing  that 
shipments  originating  in  the  State  of  Missouri  and  destined  to  points  on  the  St. 
Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  and  Ft.  Smith,  and  Current  River  railways,  be  forwarded 
via  Williamsville,  Mo. 

Instructions  will  be  issued  accordingly. 

Yours  respectfully,  C.  A.  Parker, 

Freight  Traffic  Mgr. 


March  8 — The  following  was  received :  , 

Poplar  Bluff,  Mo  ,  March  6,  1894. 
Missouri  State  Railroad  Commission,  Jefferson  City: 

Dear  Sir— We  would  like  the  information  whether  or  not  we  have  the  right 
to  route  on  bill  of  lading  our  own  shipments.  The  I.  M.  R'y  Co.  refuse  to  take 
our  shipments  when  we  route  cars  on  bills  of  lading,  and  often  send  cars  over 
roads  that  make  the  rate  greater  than  the  way  we  would  route;  would  be  also  the 
weight  of  material;  shipped  the  same  material  on  two  cars;  one  will  weigh  41 
and  the  other  60  pounds  to  the  foot.  Now,  we  would  like  to  know  our  redress. 
If  we  put  in  claims  they  are  pigeon-holed,  and  unless  suit  is  brought  they  try  to 
wear  it  out.    Be  kind  enough  to  give  us  the  desired  information. 

Yours  truly, 

Massey  &  Gifford. 
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Answered  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  You  have  the  right  to  designate  the  route  by  which  you  desire 
your  shipments  transported,  and  the  forcing  them  via  another  more  expensive 
route  is  illegil.  The  conditions  as  to  time  and  rates  being  the  same,  it  would  be  a 
matter  of  no  consequence  to  you  by  which  route  your  shipments  might  be  trans- 
ported, but  a  difference  in  such  conditions  is  a  matter  of  importance.  If  you  will 
specify  the  matter  of  weights,  of  which  you  complain,  it  will  be  promptly  taken 
up  for  adjustment. 

Xo  reply  was  received  to  the  above. 


April  16,  1894 — The  following  was  received: 

Louisiana,  Mo.,  April  14,  1894. 
K.  R.  Commissioners  of  Missouri,  Jefferson  City  Mo.: 

Gentlemen — By  close,  hard  work,  and,  in  brief,  by  pleasing  our  many  custom- 
ers, we  have  built  up  quite  a  good^rade  in  nursery  stock  on  the  Pacific  coast ;  espe- 
cially do  we  now  refer  to  points  in  Oregon,  Washington,  Idaho,  Montana,  etc.  We 
ship  quite  a  deal  of  nursery  stock  there. 

As  you  are  well  aware,  nursery  stock  is  highly  perishable,  and  we  pay  heavy 
freight  rates  in  order  to  have  our  shipments  rushed  forward  with  the  least  delay 
possible.  Nursery  stock  is  much  more  perishable  than  fruit — oranges,  lemons, 
etc.;  cannot  be  exposed  to  frost  and  freezing,  etc.  And  for  that  reaaon,  especially 
during  the  months  of  October,  November,  December,  January,  February,  March 
and  April,  we  must  necessarily  ship  by  the  southerly  route  so  as  not  to  encounter 
the  cold  waves  and  blizzards;  otherwise,  shipments  of  nursery  stock  would  be 
frozen  and  become  worthless.  Hence  it  is  to  our  interest  instead  of  shipping  via 
St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis  and  delivering  to  Great  Northern  and  Northern  Pacific 
railroads  there,  to  send  quite  a  number  of  shipments  to  Kansas  City  to  be  delivered 
to  Union  Pacific  railroad  there,  and  by  the  Union  Pacific  railroad  delivered  to 
Great  Northern  and  Northern  Pacific  at  their  junction  points,  such  as  Helena, 
■Garrison,  Spokane,  etc.  But  we  have  been  caused  no  little  delay,  trouble  and  ex- 
pense the  past  season,  as  well  as  for  the  past  year,  because  the  Great  Northern  and 
Northern  Pacific  refuse  to  receive  our  shipments  from  the  Union  Pacific,  each  rail- 
way setting  up  the  claim  that  this  business  should  be  delivered  to  the  Grea 
Northern  and  Northern  Pacific  at  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  so  as  to  give  them 
benelit  of  long  haul. 

Some  months  ago  we  shipped  a  car-load  by  way  of  the  Northern  Pacific  to 
Idaho.  Result,  car-load  caught  in  blizzard,  frozen,  stock  utterly  worthless,  loss 
several  thousand  dollars.  This  is  only  one  instance.  Had  shipment  gone  by  way 
•of  the  Union  Pacific,  and  by  them  delivered  to  the  connection  northern  railroad, 
a  much  shorter  route,  doubtless  same  would  have  gotten  through  in  good  shape. 
We  could  cite  other  instances.  It  has  proven  expensive  business  during  the  cold 
months  shipping  by  way  of  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  when  same  could  just  as  well 
or  better  been  shipped  via  the  Union  Pacific,  and  by  themselves  delivered  at  junc- 
tion point  to  proper  northern  line. 

No  shipment  leaves  here  without  freight  charges  guaranteed  by  us,  and  we 
believe  every  railroad  in  the  country  accepts  our  guarantee.  However,  of  late  all 
of  our  shipments  to  these  northern  or  western  points  destined  to  Montana,  Wash- 
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ington,  Idaho,  etc.,  are  prepaid  by  us.  But  still  we  are  unable  to  get  the  Northern 
Pacific  or  Great  Northern  to  accept  these  from  the  Union  Pacific.  We  pay  the 
freight  rates  asked,  and  all  that  we  have  been  seeking  for  is  to  get  these  northern 
roads  to  accept  our  shipments  from  the  Union  Pacific,  and  rush  forward  to  desti- 
nation with  the  least  delay  possible. 

Enclosed  herewith  we  hand  you  letters  from  J.  F.  Aglar,  General  Agent  Union 
Pacific,  dated  March  14,  March  28,  March  30  and  April  7,  1894.  Letter  of  March 
14  indicates  that  if  we  prepay  our  shipments  the  northern  lines  (Great  Northern 
and  Northern  Pacific)  will  receive  them  all  right  at  their  connections;  but  later 
correspondence  attached  develops  the  fact  that  under  no  circumstances  will  the 
Great  Northern  or  Northern  Pacific  accept  these  shipments  from  the  Union 
Pacific. 

Also  letter  herewith  from  S.  L.  Moore,  General  Freight  Agent  Northern 
Pacific,  saying  that  they  will  not  accept  shipments  from  the  Union  Pacific  at  their 
western  junctions. 

This  matter  has  caused  us  considerable  trouble,  delay  and  expense,  and  we 
think  it  is  a  proper  subject  to  come  before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Will  you  kindly  investigate  the  facts,  and  if  you  are  unable  to  do  anything 
with  it,  will  you  please  forward,  with  your  approval  and  endorsement,  to  the 
proper  authorities  and  oblige. 

Kindly  advise  us  in  reference  to  this. 

Yours  very  truly, 
Stark  Bros.  Nurseries  and  Orchards  Co., 

Per  Shearman. 

Answered  April  19,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  The  Commissioners  have  no  doubt  of  your  right  to  ship  your 
freights  via  the  Union  Pacific  railway,  to  be  transferred  at  junction  points  on  the 
Great  Northern  and  Northern  Pacific  railroads  for  delivery  to  points  on  the  Pacific 
coast  reached  by  the  last  named  lines.  The  interstate  commerce  act  requires  that 
every  common  carrier  subject  fo  the  provisions  of  the  act  shall  afford  proper  facili- 
ties within  their  respective  powers  for  the  interchange  of  traffic.  The  opinion  of 
this  Board  is  that  you  could,  at  your  option,  make  such  routing  of  your  freight  as 
might  seem  most  advantageous,  and  the  carriers  muet,under  the  law,  receive  your 
shipments  at  such  points  as  you  might  select,  and  forward  the  same  without  delay 
or  discrimination. 

The  question  you  submit,  not  in  any  way  including  the  matter  of  rates,  this 
Commission  is  not  authorized  to  carry  the  case  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission. Please  see  page  23  of  report  herewith  for  act  of  General  Assembly,  ap- 
proved March  31,  1891,  in  regard  to  filing  complaints  with  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  by  this  Board. 

The  matter  is  one  which  very  properly  comes  before  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  and  this  board  suggests  that  formal  complaint  be  filed  by  you  with 
Edw.  A.  Moseley,  Secretary,  Washington,  D.  C,  as  they  have  no  doubt  a  ruling 
will  be  made  which  will  satisfactorily  dispose  of  the  matter  of  which  you  complain^ 
By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 
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KEGULaTION  REQUIRING  PURCHASE  OF  TICKET  FOR 

ATTENDANT. 

May  16,  1893— The  following  circular  was  issued  by  the  Board  and 
mailed  to  the  proper  officers  of  the  several  railroads  in  Missouri : 

It  having  been  brought  to  the  notice  of  this  Board  that  a  regulation  has 
recently  been  put  in  force  upon  some,  if  not  all,  of  the  railroads  in  this  State 
whereby  parties  shipping  live-stock  are  required  to  purchase  tickets  for  the  trans  - 
portation  of  a  single  animal,  and  it  appearing  to  this  Board  that  such  regulation  is 
unreasonable  and  unjust,  you  are  hereby  requested  within  the  next  ten  days  after 
the  receipt  hereof  to  show  cause,  if  any  there  be,  why  an  order  of  this  Board  an- 
nulling the  said  regulation  should  not  be  made. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

James  Harding,  Secretary. 

Chicago,  May  29,  1893. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Secretary  Missouri  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Com- 
missioners, Jefferson  City  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— Acknowledging  receipt  of  your  letter  of  lGth  inst.  to  Mr.  J.  H. 
Hiland,  General  Freight  Agent  of  this  company. 

The  facts  as  they  appear  to  us  are  as  follows  :  With  one  exception  the  roads 
in  Missouri  operate  under  the  Western  Classification,  which  does  not  require  the 
shipper  to  send  a  man  in  charge  of  shipments  of  live-stock  of  less  than  car-loads, 
or  of  shipments  consisting  of  single  animals;  but  when  the  shipper  elects  to 
accompany  the  stock  to  take  care  of  it,  he  is  required  to  pay  his  fare.  In  consid- 
ering the  subject  1  think  the  general  conditions  should  be  kept  in  mind.  The 
Western  Classification,  so  fir  as  relates  to  live-stock  in  less  than  car-loads,  is  rad- 
ically different  from  what  is  known  as  the  Official  Classification,  which  applies  east 
of  Chicago  and  east  of  St.  Louis.  The  Official  Classification  fixes  a  much  higher 
charge  on  single  animals  than  does  the  Western.  In  most  cases  the  minimum 
weight  of  a  single  animal  on  Eastern  roads  is  fixed  about  double  the  minimum 
weight  accepted  by  the  Western  roads,  and  the  Eastern  roads  refuse  to  accept 
single  animals  or  small  lot0,  unless  there  Is  some  one  in  charge;  but  the  rate  is 
sufficiently  high  to  justify  then  in  carrying  a  person  in  charge  without  requiring 
him  to  pay  fare. 

I  take  it  for  granted,  and  I  think  it  susceptible  of  demonstration,  that  in  a 
majority  of  cases  where  livestock  is  shipped  by  the  single  head,  or  in  small  quan- 
tities (less  than  car-loads'),  that  the  destination  is  east  of  the  Mississippi  river,  in 
territory  where  the  Official  Classification  applies.  There  is  a  manifest  tendency, 
and  on  the  part  of  all  western  roads  a  strong  desire,  to  procure  the  adoption  of  a 
uniform  classification  that  will  remover  many  petty  complaints  and  causes  of  dis- 
satisfaction which  grow  out  of  a  lack  of  uniformity,  and  this  uniformity  can  only 
be  had  by  mutual  cone? ssions  on  the  part  of  eastern  and  western  roads,  through 
which  western  roads  may  in  some  cases  advance  their  classification  where  it  is 
lower  than  the^Official  and  reduce  it  in  other  cases  where  it  is  higher.  Any  official 
order  from  any  State  Commission  upon  western  roads  that  fixes  the  lower  scale  as 
the  maximum  will  have  a  serious  effect  when  we  come,  as  we  soon  must  come,  to  a 
final  compromise  of  these  questions.  I  think  it  will  be  found,  upon  investigation, 
that  the  complaints  which  have  been  presented  to  you  refer  to  a  single  company  or 
railway  system  operating  in  Missouri,  and  if  L  am  to  be  allowed  to  suggest  a  course 
of  procedure,  it  would  be  that  the  Commission  communicate  directly  with  the 
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company  which  insists  upon  the  owner  sending  a  man  in  charge  and  paying  his 
fare,  and  point  out  to  that  company  the  fact  that  the  ruling  is  not  in  accord  with 
the  Western  Classification.  I  think  by  this  means  what  you  wish  to  accomplish  can 
be  done  without  establishing  a  precedent,  which  the  Commissioners  themselves 
might  upon  reflection  find  was  in  some  degree  a  bar  to  a  final  compromise,  which  it 
will  be  necessary  to  make  in  order  to  procure  uniformity  of  classification  through- 
out the  country. 

I  sincerely  hope  the  Commission  will  not  find  it  necessary  to  issue  an  order 
to  the  effect  that  under  the  present  rating  and  rulings  affecting  live-stock  in  less 
than  car-loads,  each  company  should  carry  a  man  in  charge  free.  It  seems  to  me 
it  will  be  sufficient  for  the  Commission  to  suggest  to  the  road  or  roads  that  require 
shipper  to  accompany  small  lots  and  pay  his  fare,  that  they  should  not  set  up  a  rule 
which  is  inconsistent  with  the  Western  Classification. 

Respectfully,  A.  C.  Bird,  F.  T.  M. 

Answered  May  22,  as  follows : 

*  *  *  *  The  Commissioners  had  no  intention  of  conveying  the  idea  in 
their  letter  of  the  16th  inst.  that  a  railroad  company  should  carry  one  man  free 
with  shipments  of  live-stock  in  less  than  car-loads,  for  such  an  arrangement  would, 
in  their  opinion,  be  manifestly  unjust.  Their  idea  was  that  to  compel  a  man  to 
accompany  such  shipments,  charging  him  fare,  was  unreasonable  and  unjust.  For 
the  purpose  of  proper  inquiry  into  the  matter,  the  circular  letter  was  written.  The 
Commissioners  are  much  obliged  to  you  for  your  suggestions  regarding  uniformity 
in  classification  and  rules. 

May  22 — The  following  was  received : 

Chicago,  May  20,  1893. 
Hon.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Answering  yours  of  the  16th  on  the  subject  of  regulations  governing  man  in 
charge  of  live-stock. 

1  send  you  herewith  copy  of  the  rules  of  this  company  covering  this  subject. 
You  will  notice  that  under  our  rules  it  is  not  necessary  to  send  a  person  in  charge 
where  the  distance  is  less  than  100  miles,  and  that  we  provide  half  fare  where  a 
man  is  sent.  You  are  doubtless  aware  that  railroad  companies  in  transporting 
live-stock  do  not  assume  the  duties  of  feeding,  watering  and  specially  caring  for 
the  animals.  We  have  found  that  the  rule  that  we  prescribed  is  not  only  in  the 
interest  of  the  railroad  company,  but  in  the  interest  of  the  shipper,  and  is  in 
accordance  with  humane  principles.  Our  experience  is  that  where  animals  are 
shipped  without  some  one  in  charge  for  distances  greater  than  100  miles  they  are 
neglected  and  liable  to  injury  and  delay,  and  suffer  for  the  lack  of  food  and  water. 
A  great  many  shippers  seem  to  think  that  if  no  one  goes  in  charge  it  is  the  duty  of 
railroad  employes  to  look  after  the  animals  and  provide  all  that  is  necessary  to 
insure  their  safety  and  comfort  under  all  circumstances  and  conditions— that  is,  to 
see  that  they  are  properly  fed,  watered,  and  kept  from  injuring  themselves  in  the 
cars.  Before  we  adopted  the  present  rule  we  had  a  great  deal  of  trouble.  Ani- 
mals are  liable  to  get  loose  in  the  car,  or  they  are  liable  to  get  injured— especially 
where  they  are  shipped  singly,  or  in  L.  C.  L.  This  is  not  likely  to  occur  if  the 
shipper  is  in  charge. 

J n  making  half  rates  we  have  reduced  the  expense  to  the  minimum.  If  we 
should  make  no  charge,  jou  will  readily  see  that  the  privilege  would  bo  abused, 
for  oftentimes  the  fare  of  a  passenger  from  certain  points  would  be  in  excess  of 
our  charge  for  the  transportation  of  an  animal. 
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There  is  another  thing:  we  find  that  it  is  necessary  to  have  a  man  in  charge 
of  live-stock,  especially  in  L.  C.  L.,  as  they  are  often  shipped  to  points  where 
there  are  no  regular  public  stock-yards,  as,  for  example,  terminal  points  like  Kan- 
sas City  and  Chicago  ;  and  even  at  points  where  such  facilities  exist  it  is  not  always 
customary  to  switch  cars  to  the  stock-yards  where  there  are  only  one  or  two  ani- 
mals, it  not  being  practical  in  all  cases  to  do  so.  You  will  see  that  there  are  many 
reasons  why  it  is  necessary  to  have  someone  in  charge. 

Since  we  have  adopted  the  rules  as  outlined  in  the  circular  there  have  been 
very  few  complaints,  for  as  a  general  thing  shipper  sees  the  necessity  for  its  en- 
forcement. The  only  persons  who  are  likely  to  complain  are  shippers  that  want 
to  make  the  railroad  company  responsible  for  perishable  property  of  this  kind,  no 
matter  what  the  conditions  may  be.  Our  rates  of  freight  on  such  property  do  not 
permit  of  the  company  assuming  any  risks,  except  the  ordinary  risks  of  transpor- 
tation. 

I  understand  that  some  of  the  eastern  roads,  where  shippers  do  not  accom- 
pany the  shipments,  charge,  in  addition  to  the  regular  freight,  sufficient  to  employ 
a  man  to  go  in  charge.  Y"ours  truly, 

H.  rf.  COURTRIGHT, 

General  Freight  Agent  C.  &  A.  R.  R. 

Chicago,  March  25,  1887. 
To  all  Agents  and  Conductors  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  R.  K.: 

Until  further  notice,  this  company  will  not  receive  horses  or  other  valuable 
animals  in  less  than  car-loads,  for  transportation  exceeding  100  miles,  unless  ac- 
companied by  owner  or  man  in  charge,  to  whom  single  or  round-trip  tickets  must 
be  sold  at  half  rates. 

This  company  will  not  require  shippers  to  send  a  man  in  charge  of  horses  or 
other  valuable  animals  in  less  than  car-loads  for  transportation  covering  distances 
lees  than  one  hundred  (100)  miles.  In  cases,  however,  where  shippers  desire  to 
send  a  man  in  charge  for  distances  less  than  one  hundred  (100)  miles,  you  must 
make  half  rates,  the  same  as  directed  above,  for  distances  exceeding  one  hundred 
(100)  miles. 

When  single-trip  tickets  are  required,  use  special  limited  local  tickets,  limit- 
ing same  to  one  day  in  excess  of  schedule  time  of  freight  train  on  which  the  ani- 
mals are  shipped.  Where  the  rate  on  single  trip  half-rate  ticket  does  not  divide  so 
as  to  end  in  0  or  5,  add  enough  to  make  it  end  in  either  of  these  figures.  When 
round  trip  tickets  are  required,  use  regular  form  of  local  excursion  tickets,  limit- 
ing going  coupon  in  the  same  way  as  instructed  for  single  trip  tickets,  and  limit 
return  coupon  to  suit  the  requirements  of  shipper,  not  to  exceed  ten  days  from 
date  of  sale.  The  rate  on  these  excursion  tickets  should  be  one  single  trip  full 
local  fare.  In  reporting  these  half-rate  tickets,  you  must  show  number  of  way-bill 
on  your  ticket  report  to  the  Auditor  as  authority  for  selling  the  ticket  at  half  rates. 
Ihese  special  tickets  should  be  marked  "Shipper,"  and  the  words  "Good  for  one 
adult  only  "  written  across  the  face  of  same,  so  as  to  preclude  the  possibility  of 
their  being  transferred  by  the  purchaser  to  some  one  who  might  use  them  for  the 
purpose  of  passing  two  children.  Conductors  will  please  note  this  carefully,  and 
see  that  these  tickets  are  honored  only  for  the  transportation  of  one  adult. 

This  cancels  joint  circular,  July  10,  1884,  and  joint  circular  letter,  February 
23,  1887.  H.  H.  Courtright, 

General  Freight  Agent. 
J.  Charlton, 
General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent. 
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May  26 — Following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  May  24,  1393. 
Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  of  R.  R.  Commissi  oners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Yours  of  the  16th  inst.,  with  reference  to  the  regulation  in  force 
upon  some  lines  in  this  State,  whereby  parties  shipping  live-stock  in  less  than  ear 
lots  are  required  to  purchase  tickets  for  the  transportation  of  an  attendant  with  a 
shipment  of  a  single  animal,  and  asking  that  we  show  cause,  if  any,  why  an  order 
of  the  Board  annulling  such  regulation  should  not  be  made.  Permit  me  to  say 
that  in  so  far  as  the  M.,  K.  &  T.  R'y  is  concerned,  this  rule  was  put  into  effect  from 
♦  the  fact  that  the  revenue  accruing  to  the  railway  company  on  such  shipments  is 
slight,  and  that,  as  a  rule,  an  entire  car  is  required  for  the  transportation  of  such 
shipments,  however  small.  It  was  considered  reasonable  that  an  attendant  paying 
established  rates  of  fare  should  be  required  to  accompany  such  shipments  to  look 
after  and  care  for  the  live-stock,  and  for  the  prevention  of  accidents  and  avoidance 
of  claims  on  such  account. 

We  shall  await  the  action  of  the  Honorable  Board  and  be  governed  by  its- 
decision.  Respectfully, 

C.  Haile,  G.  F.  A. 

June  26 — The  following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo. ,  June  23,  1893. 
Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  sir — Referring  to  your  order  of  June  21st,  about  accepting  live-stock  in 
small  lots  without  an  attendant. 

We  have  had  this  matter  under  discussion,  and  had  arranged  prior  to  the 
receipt  of  your  order  to  adopt  the  plan  suggested  by  tbe  Commissioners. 

I  enclose  for  your  inform?ition  copy  of  a  circular  taking  effect  June  25th. 
We  shall  probably  refuse  to  accept  stock  in  small  lots  without  an  attendant 
when  said  stock  is  destined  to  points  outside  the  State  of  Missouri. 

Yours  truly, 

Howard  Elliott  . 

St.  Louis,  June  25,  1893. 

To  agents  and  connections  : 

Taking  effect  at  once,  the  roads  above  named  will  accept  shipments  of 
live-stock  in  less  than  car-load  lots,  for  transportation  without  an  attendant. 
When  such  consignments  are  offered  for  shipment  to  points  bayond  these  roids, 
agents  will  communicate  by  wire  with  general  freight  office  or  the  assistant  gen- 
eral freight  office,  and  ascertain  whether  or  not  such  shipments  can  be  accepted  to 
be  forwarded  without  an  attendant  in  charge. 

In  eases  of  shipments  of  less  than  car-loads  of  live-stock,  destined  to  or  com- 
ing from  points  in  territory  subject  to  the  official  classification,  parties  accompany- 
ing such  consignments  will  be  required  to  pay  regular  fare  over  the  St.  L.,  K.  & 
N.  W.  R.  R.,  regardless  of  the  fact  that  official  classification  may  provide  to  the 
contrary;  this  rule  will  also  govern  on  all  shipments  when  forwarded  to  and  from 
all  points  on  the  roads  above  named. 

Please  be  governed  accordingly.  Howard  Elliott, 

Gen'l  Freight  Agent. 
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Jane  21,  1893— The  following  order  was  made  by  the  Board  : 

Jefferson  City,  June  21,  1893. 

To  whom  it  may  concern  : 

The  following  order  was  this  day  made  by  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Com- 
missioners : 

The  regulation  in  force  upon  some  of  the  railroads  in  this  State  requiring  that 
shipments  of  live-stock  in  lessjthan  carload  lots  must  be  accompanied  by  an  attend- 
ant, who  is  also  required  to  purchase  a  ticket  for  his  own  transportation,  is  hereby 
disapproved,  and  the  said  regulation,  wherever  in  force  in  this  State,  must  be 
rescinded  without  delay. 

This  order  mu3t  not  be  construed  as  requiring  the  free  transportation  of  such 
attendant,  and  should  a  shipper  of  such  less  than  carload  lot  of  live-stock  choose 
to  accompany  his  shipment,  he  will,  of  course,  pay  fare,  as  any  other  passenger, 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

James  Harding, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

July  10 — Following  was  received: 

Bunceton,  Mo  ,  July  6,  1893. 

Judge  James  Cowgili : 

Dear  Sir — Some  time  back  Mr.  O.  F.  Arnold  and  myself  complained  to  you 
that  the  M  ,  K.  &  T.  R.  R.  Co.  refused  to  haul  a  calf  without  man  in  charge.  They 
still  refuse,  and  I  am  informed  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  also  does.  The  agent  here 
at  Bunceton  on  Mo.  Pac.  would  not  receive  a  calf  from  me  on  July  3  to  go  over  its 
line  to  Boonville,  then  over  M.,  K.  &  T.  to  Paris,  Mo.,  without  man  in  charge, 
but  would  receive  calf  without  man  in  charge  if  point  of  destination  is  on  Mo. 
Pac.  line.  Can  you  advise  me  what  to  do  in  such  cases  ?  If  a  calf  is  one  day  over 
12  months'  old  they  charge  me  for  2000  lbs  ,  though  it  may  not  weigh  500  lbs.,  but 
if  it  is  one  day  under  12  months  it  goes  for  500  lbs  ,  regardless  of  weight. 

Very  truly  yours, 

W.  P.  Harned. 

Answered  July  12,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  enclose  you  copy  of  the  order  made  by  the 
Commissioners  regarding  the  matter,  and  to  state  that  the  Board  will  do  all  in  their 
power  toward  the  enforcement  of  that  order. 

January  23,  1894 — Following  letter  was  received  : 

Estill,  Howard  Co.,  Mo.,  Jan.  22,  1895. 
To  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentiemen — I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  a  matter  of  vital  importance  to 
our  State  and  the  breeders  of  faacy  horses  and  cattle.  At  the  present  system  of 
transportation  and  the  low  prices  such  stock  is  bringing,  it  virtually  prohibits  the 
breeding  of  such  stock  (if  sold  outside  of  State). 

I  am  a  breeder  of  cattle,  as  you  see,  and  to  illustrate  what  I  am  speaking  of, 
will  give  as  example  :  Mr.  Jone3  (of  Iowa)  wants  a  bull  for  breeding  purposes,  and 
writes  that  the  cattle  interests  are  so  low  and  times  so  hard  that  he  cannot  afford 
to  pay  more  than  $50  or  $60,  as  case  may  be.  Also  wishes  to  know  the  probable 
cost  of  transportation.  If  animal  is  over  12  months  old  you  are  charged  with  200O 
lbs.,  even  if  actual  weight  does  not  exceed  800  or  1000  lbs.  You  are  then  compelled 
to  buy  a  railroad  ticket  for  a  man  to  accompany  the  animal,  which  in  most  instances 
is  more  than  transportation  charges  for  the  animal — which,  all  added  together, 
makes  close  to  $2  to  $5  a  hundred. 
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Cannot  our  State  control  its  railroads  so  that  we  can  have  benefits  outside  our 
•own  State?  Will  you  give  me  all  the  information  you  can  on  this  subject,  and 
oblige  Yours  respectfully, 

Wallace  Estill. 

Jan.  24— Answered  aa  follows  : 

*  *  *  *■  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  have  no  control 
•of  matter  such  as  you  present.  Insofar  as  their  authority  goes  they  have  done 
what  they  could  toward  the  regulation  of  the  matter  in  this  State,  as  you  will  see 
by  enclosed  copies  of  orders  made  by  them.  They  regret  they  can  not  control  the 
matter  when  it  comes  under  the  head  of  interstate  traffic. 


CLASSIFICATION  OF  FREIGHTS. 

March  14,  1893 — The  following  was  received : 

Doniphan,  Mo.,  Feb.  23,  1893. 

Messrs.  Hargadine-McKittrick  Dry  Goods  Co.: 

Gents— I  enclose  you  freight  bill  paid  to  Mo.  Pacific  R'y  Co.  on  the  two  cases 
domestics  ;  SO  cents  per  100  is  first-class  freight  from  St.  Louis  here.  Domestics 
come  at  a  lower  rate  than  first  class  on  all  roads  I  have  been  on,  and  I  would  sup- 
pose this  rate  will  apply  on  this  road. 

I  ask  you  for  information,  can  this  Mo.  Pacific  railroad  lawfully  charge  first- 
class  freight  on  domestics,  and  if  they  can  not,  when  and  how  will  I  proceed  to 
get  over-charge  rebated  ?    Please  answer  by  return  mail  and  oblige, 

Yours  respectfully, 

F.  C.  Hulen. 

R.  R.  Com'rs — Please  let  me  hear  from  you  in  regard  to  this.         F.  C.  H. 

St.  Louis,  Feb.  27,  1893. 

Mr.  F.  C.  Hulen,  Doniphan,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— We  have  your  favor  of  the  23d  inst.,  and  in  response  beg  to  say  that 
there  is  no  cotton  piece  goods  rate  on  the  Iron  Mountain  railroad  to  your  line.  We 
are  sorry  that  we  can  do  nothing  for  you.  The  laws  of  the  railroad  company  you 
know  are  immutable  and  can  not  be  changed.  Yours  respectfully, 

E.J.  Glasgow,  Jr., 
Treasurer. 

Answered  the  same  day  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Board  will  take  up  the  question 
of  classification  of  domestics  and  other  cotton  piece-goods  without  delay,  and  will 
take  such  action  therein  as  they  find  to  be  proper. 

The  Commissioners,  after  a  full  discussion  of  the  matter,  and 
deeming  such  action  proper,  made  the  following  order  March  21,  1893: 

NOTICE  OF  CHANGE  OF  CLASSIFICATION. 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  March  21,  1S93. 

To  whom  it  may  concern  : 

On  and  after  Wednesday,  April  12,  1893,  and  on  all  railroads  or  parts  of  rail- 
roads in  the  State  of  Missouri,  third-class  rates  will  apply  on  shipments  of  dry- 
goods  as  follows  : 

Any  of  the  following  named  articles  made  wholly  of  cotton,  when  specific 
name  of  articles  and  name  of  shipper  are  plainly  marked  on  outside  of  packages 
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and  stated  in  shipping  receipt  or  bill  of  lading  (  marking  or  describing  packages  as 
containing  "cotton  piece-goods"  will  not  be  sufficient ),  to  wit :  Calicoes,  canton 
flannels  (plain  or  dyed  ),  canvas,  corset  jeans,  cottonades,  cotton  warp,  cotton  yarn, 
crash  ( linen  or  cotton),  domestic  checks,  stripes  and  cheviots,  cotton  duck,  denims, 
drills,  domestic  ginghams,  glazed  cambrics,  osnaburgs,  sheeting  (bleached  and 
brown),  tickings,  window  hollands,  in  bales,  O.  R.  C,  or  in  boxes.  Also  bags, 
sacks  or  bagging,  other  than  burlap,  gunny  or  jute,  any  quantity. 
By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

James  Harding,  Secretary. 

On  April  10,  1893,  the  Commissioners  held  an  informal  conference 
at  their  office  in  St.  Louis,  with  representatives  of  several  of  the  rail- 
roads of  the  State,  in  regard  to  the  order  of  March  2i — as  above — 
and^a  suspension  of  the  order,  pending  a  hearing  of  the  matter  con- 
cerned, was  asked  for.  The  Commission  decided  not  to  suspend  the 
order,  and  the  parties  asking  for  the  suspension  were  so  notified. 

On  April  22,  the  following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  April  18,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Secretary  Board  of  R.  R.  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Enclosed  herewith  please  find  petition  to  your  honorable  body, 
which  you  will  note  has  bean  signed  by  the  traffic  officials  of  the  various  lines 
named,  which  we  would  respectfully  ask  be  given  your  early  consideration.  Kindly 
acknowledge  receipt.  Yours  truly 

G.  W.  Cale. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  April  18,  1893. 
To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  Missouri : 

Gentlemen— Your  petitioners,  the  undersigned,  would  most  respectfully  re- 
quest that  your  honorable  body  grant  to  them,  and  to  all  others  interested,  a 
rehearing  in  the  matter  of  the  order  made  by  your  honorable  body  on  March  21, 
1893,  and  continued  in  force  by  your  order  of  April  10, 1893,  for  the  following  rea- 
sons : 

1.  Because  said  order  is  unlawful,  being  an  order  reducing  rates  of  freight 
without  notice  to  those  interested. 

2.  Because  said  order  is  unjust,  unfair  and  unreasonable. 

3.  Because  the  effect  of  said  order  would  be  to  make  cotton  goods  bear  less 
than  their  fair  and  just  proportion  of  the  expense  of  transportation  ;  and  for  other 
good  and  valid  reasons  which  will  be  made  known  upon  a  rehearing  if  the  same  be 
granted . 

The  St.  Louis  &  San  Francisco  R'y  Co., 

By  G.  W.  Cale,  F.  T.  M. 

The  Wabash  Railroad  Co., 

By  S.  B.  Knight,  G.  F.  A. 

The  Missouri  Pacific  Railway  Co. 

St.  Louis,  Iron  Mtn.  &  Southern  R'y., 

By  W.  C.  Stith,  G.  F.  A. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  April  18,  1893. 
To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  of  Missouri: 

Gentlemen— Your  petitioners,  the  undersigned,  would  most  respectfully 
request  that  your  honorable  body  grant  to  them,  and  to  all  others  interested,  a 
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rehearing  in  the  matter  of  the  order  made  by  your  honorable  body  on  March  21, 
1893,  and  continued  in  force  by  your  order  of  April  10,  1893,  for  the  following 

reasons : 

1st.  Because  said  order  is  unlawful,  being  an  order  reducing  rates  of  freight 
without  notice  to  those  interested. 

2d.   Because  said  order  is  unjust,  unfair  and  unreasonable. 

3d.  Because  the  effect  of  said  order  would  be  to  make  cotton  goods  bear  less 
than  their  fair  and  just  proportion  of  the  expense  of  transportation  ;  and  for  other 
good  and  valid  reasons  which  will  be  made  known  upon  a  rehearing,  if  the  same  be 
granted. 

The  K.  C,  Ft.  S.  &  M.  R.  R.  Co., 

Edward  S.  Washburn,  F.  T.  M. 

The  K.  C,  Pitts.  &  Gulf  R.  R.  Co., 

Frank  Adams,  Gen'l  Supt. 

The  K.  C,  Osceola  &  South.  R.  R.  Co  , 

B.  S.  Josselyn,  Gen'l  Man. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  April  19,  1893. 

Jas.  Harding,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

My  Dear  Sir  —  I  enclose  herewith  petition  to  the  honorable  board  which 
has  reference  to  granting  of  rehearing  in  the  matter  of  rates  on  cotton  piece  goods, 
same  signed  by  Mr.  C.  Haile,  G.  F.  A.  of  the  M.,  K.  &  T.  R'y.  Please  attach  to 
this  the  other  petition  which  was  sent  you  yesterday.  Yours  truly, 

G.  W.  Cale. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  April,  1893. 
To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  Missouri : 

Gentlemen — Your  petitioners,  the  undersigned,  would  most  respectfully  re- 
quest that  your  honorable  body  grant  to  them,  and  to  ail  others  interested,  a  re- 
hearing in  the  matter  of  the  order  made  by  your  honorable  body  on  March  21,  1893, 
and  continued  in  force  by  your  order  of  April  10,  1893,  for  the  following  reasons  : 

1.  Because  said  order  is  unlawful,  being  an  order  reducing  rates  of  freight 
without  notice  to  those  interested. 

2.  Because  said  order  is  unjust,  unfair  and  unreasonable. 

3.  Because  the  effect  of  said  order  would  be  to  make  cotton  goods  bear  ess 
than  their  fair  and  just  proportion  of  the  expense  of  transportation  ;  and  for  other 
good  and  valid  reasons  which  will  be  made  known  upon  a  rehearing  if  the  same  be 
granted.  C.  Haile, 

G.  F.  A.  M.,K.  &T.  R'y. 

April  26 — The  Commission  took  up  and  considered  the  petition 
filed  on  the  22d  inst.  It  was  decided  to  refef  to  the  Attorney-General 
the  question  of  the  legality  of  the  order  of  March  21,  and  the  follow- 
ing letter  was  written  : 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  April  26,  1893. 
Hon.  R.  F.  Walker,  Attorney-general,  etc.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  am  instructed  to  ask  of  you  your  opinion  in  the  following  matter : 
On  the  14th  of  March,  ulto.,  the  Commissioners  received  the  enclosed  papers 
(Exhibit  A,  Nos.  1,  2  and  3)  from  Mr.  F.  C.  Hulen,  of  Doniphan,  Mo.,  relating  to 
rates  charged  for  the  transportation  of  two  cases  of  domestics  from  St.  Louis  to 
Doniphan,  over  the  St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  <fc  Southern  railway. 

On  the  21st  of  March,  ulto.,  the  Commissioners  took  up  the  matter  referred  to 
above,  and  made  the  order  herewith  (Exhibit  B). 
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The  order  made  was  a  change  in  classification  of  cotton  goods  from  first  to 
third  class,  the  effect  of  same  being  to  reduce  the  rate  for  transportation  of  such 
goods.  The  action  of  the  Commissioners  was  had  under  authority  of  sections 
2639  and  2684,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889. 

On  the  10th  of  April  inst.  the  Commissioners  met  the  representatives  of  the 
Missouri  Pacific,  St.  Louie,  &  San  Francisco  and  Kansas  City,  Fort  Scott  &  Mem- 
phis Railway  companies  at  St.  Louis,  at  request  of  latter,  and  heard  their  argu- 
ments against  the  order  referred  to  and  the  reasons  for  the  application  which  they 
made  for  an  order  of  the  Board  rescinding  the  order  of  March  2i,  changing  the 
classification  of  cotton  goods.  The  Board  declined  to  rescind  the  s»id  order.  Peti- 
tion is  now  made  by  the  representatives  of  several  railroad  companies  for  a  rehear- 
ing of  the  matter. 

The  Commissioners  desire  your  opinion,  at  as  early  a  time  as  possible,  as  to 
the  legality  of  their  action  in  making  this  order  of  March  21  without  notice  to  the 
railway  company  complained  of. 

By  order  cf  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Very  respectfully, 

James  Harding, 

Secretary. 

The  following  was  received  April  27 : 

City  of  Jefferson,  April  27, 1S93. 
To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners: 

Gentlemen— You  ask  if  notice  to  common  carriers  is  necessary  when  a  change 
in  the  classification  of  rates  is  made  by  yourself.  Under  the  law  in  force  in  1879, 
of  which  \\  2639  and  2684  R.  S.  1889,  referred  to  by  you,  form  a  part,  such  notice 
was  not  necessary,  but  in  1887,  at  the  extra  session,  the  Legislature  enacted  a  new 
law,  extending  your  power  in  classifying  freight  rates,  but  at  the  same  time  pre- 
scribed a  more  definite  course  of  procedure  than  existed  under  the  law  in  1879. 
The  later  statute,  where  it  is  not  absolutely  in  conflict  with  the  earlier,  must  be  con- 
strued as  supplementary  to  it,  so  that  both  statutes  may  stand.  Sections  264G-2652, 
both  inclusive,  were  enacted  in  1887,  and  each  section,  either  by  express  terms 
or  clear  implication,  requires  your  Board,  when  complaint  is  made  by  any  person 
having  an  interest  in  the  matter  that  any  extortionate  rates  are  being  charged  by  a 
common  carrier,  to  notify  such  common  carrier  or  carriers  of  the  fact  and  nature  of 
the  complaint. 

I  understand  from  your  inquiry  that  you  made  an  investigation  upon  the 
complaint  of  certain  parties  as  to  the  rates  charged  by  railroad  companies  for  car- 
rying cotton  goods;  that  you  changed  the  classification  of  such  goods,  thereby 
changing  the  rate  of  freight  authorized  to  be  charged  by  railroad  companies  on 
this  class  of  goods,  and  that  this  action  was  taken  by  your  Board  without  prior 
notice  to  the  railroad  companies.  Tarn  of  the  opinion  that  this  action,  in  view  of 
the  statutes  above  cited,  was  without  legal  authority. 

Yours  respectfully, 

R.  F.  Walker, 

Attorney-General. 

April  27 — The  following  notice  was  mailed  to  parties  interested : 

The  Commissioners  today  took  up  the  matter  of  the  change  in  classification  of 
cotton  goods,  as  made  in  their  order  of  21st  March  ulto.,  and  taking  effect  April 
12th  inst.,  and  after  due  consideration  made  the  following  order : 
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It  is  ordered  by  the  Board  that  their  order  of  March  21st  alt.,  taking  effect  April  12th  inst., 
changing  the  classification  of  cotton  goods,  be  and  is  hereby  snspended,  pending  a  rehearing  of  the 
matter,  which  will  be  had  at  their  office  in  Jefferson  City,  on  Tuesday,  May  9th,  1893,  at  9:30  a.  m. 
The  Secretary  is  hereby  instructed  to  notify  the  parties  interested  of  the  foregoing  action  and  order 
of  the  Board. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

May  9,  1893 — The  Board  met  pursuant  to  notice  given  April  27th 
last  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  arguments  of  the  representatives  of  the 
railroad  companies  against  the  changes  in  classification  of  cotton  piece 
goods,  as  proposed  in  the  order  of  the  Commissioners  March  21st  last. 

All  the  Commissioners  present. 

Messrs.  W.  C.  Stith,  Geo.  W.  Cale  and  J.  J.  Fletcher  represented 
the  railroad  interests. 

The  following  proceedings  were  had  : 

CHANGE  OF  CLASSIFICATION  ON  COTTON  PIECE-GOODS. 

Proceedings  had  before  the  Board  o  f  Railroad  Commissioner's  at  their  office  in  Jefferson  Cityr 

Mo.,  May  9,  IS 93. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  Of  course  it  is  not  necessary  to  make  any  ex- 
planation in  regard  to  this  change  of  classification  on  cotton  goods. 
We  will  hear  anything  you  gentlemen  have  to  say. 

Mr.  Cale:  Mr.  Chairman:  I  do  not  know  that  we  can  say  much 
more  than  we  said  at  the  last  hearing  before  this  Commission.  We 
expected  to  be  supported  here  this  morning  by  our  legal  representa- 
tives, but  they  had  to  go  elsewhere.  For  your  information,  I  have 
had  a  few  figures  tabulated,  which  will  show  in  a  very  concise  form 
what  the  reduction  would  mean  to  our  road.  The  maximum  reduction 
would  be  20c  a  100  at  Springfield,  Mo.  We  have  gone  into  this  thing 
very  carefully,  and  we  have  got  the  weight,  the  number  of  yards  of 
denim,  sheetings,  prints  or  calicoes  purchased.  We  find  that  the  aver- 
age purchase  by  the  retailer  would  be  20  yards  of  denims,  50  yards  of 
sheeting,  30  yards  of  prints  or  calicoes,  and  20  yards  of  ticking.  A 
reduction  of  80c  in  the  freight  on  a  case  of  400*  pounds  would  be 
divided  among  54  purchasers  on  that  basis,  and  the  saving  would  be 
on  denims,  20  yards,  weight  10  pounds,  price  per  yard  20c ;  the  total 
purchase  $4,  and  the  saving  to  each  purchaser  purchasing  20  yards  of 
denim  would  be  2c.  It  would  take  eight  purchases  to  make  160  yards, 
or  a  total  weight  of  80  pounds  would  mean  au  outlay  of  $32,  and  a 
saving  of  lGc  on  160  yards. 

On  sheetings,  the  average  purchase  is  counted  50  yards,  weight 
123  pounds;  the  average  retail  price,  9c  a  yard;  the  total  purchase 
would  be  $4.50,  and  the  saving  2]c  ;  the  number  of  purchasers  30; 
total  weight,  125  pounds;  the  total  invoice,  $45  ;  the  total  saving,  25c. 
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On  prints  the  average  purchase  in  yards  is  30  yards ;  weight 
pounds  ;  average  purchase  10  yards ;  price  per  yard  10c  ;  total  value  $3, 
or  a  saving  of  9-10  of  a  cent. 

On  ticking  the  number  of  purchases  would  be  10  ;  total  yards  200  ; 
total  weight  15  pounds ;  total  invoice  830,  or  a  total  saving  of  9c. 

I  am  giving  these  figures  to  show  the  number  of  yards  it  would 
require  to  make  up  that  case  and  arrive  at  the  reduction  of  20c  that 
would  occur. 

Now,  take  cambrics  :  The  average  purchase  is  30  yards  ;  weight 
4£ ;  price  per  yard  10c ;  total  purchase  83,  or  a  saving  to  each  pur- 
chaser of  9-10  of  a  cent.  The  number  of  purchasers  is  10;  total  yards 
300 ;  total  weight  45  pounds ;  total  invoice  830  ;  total  saving  9c. 

In  calicoes  the  average  purchase  is  30  yards  and  weight  4}  ;  price 
per  yard,  retail,  10c,  and  the  saving  83.  The  saving  to  each  pnrchaser 
is  9-10  of  a  cent;  the  number  of  purchasers  10  ;  total  number  of  yards 
300:  total  weight  45  pounds  ;  total  invoice  $30,  and  a  total  saving  of  9c 
to  the  10  purchasers. 

In  ticking,  the  average  purchase  is  20  yards;  weight  10  pounds  ; 
price  per  yard  20c  ;  total  of  purchase  $4,  or  a  saving  to  each  pur- 
chaser of  2c.  The  number  of  purchasers  would  be  6  ;  total  yards  120; 
total  weight  60  pounds ;  total  invoice  $24 ;  total  saving  12c  to  the  6 
purchasers. 

We  understand  that  when  this  classification  on  cotton  goods  was 
made,  it  was  made  for  the  benefit  of  the  manufacturers  alone,  and  it 
was  established  on  the  basis  that  these  goods  were  shipped  in  car- 
load lots  and  in  original  packages.  I  believe,  however,  that  has  been 
changed  in  reference  to  compelling  us  to  ship  in  car-load  lots.  It 
applies  only  east  of  the  river  on  shipments  of  denims  in  cases,  sheet- 
ings in  cases  or  bales,  straight  cases  of  ticking  or  in  bales;  anyhow, 
they  have  to  be  in  original  packages  to  get  the  benefit  of  the  third-class 
rate. 

West  of  Chicago  they  demand  the  third-class  rate  on  any  of  these 
articles  that  take  the  third-class  east  of  the  river.  Now,  that  reduc- 
tion in  rate,  while  it  does  not  appear  to  mean  much  on  each  particular 
package,  or  on  each  particular  purchase  to  the  purchaser  or  dealer, 
means  a  great  deal  to  the  'Frisco  ^ro.id.  I  have  some  figures  here 
that  were  used  before  the  Senate  committee  when  they  had  the  maxi- 
mum rate  bill  before  them  during  the  last  session,  and  I  would  like  to 
read  these  figures  to  you  in  order  to  show  the  difference  between  this 
road  and  the  Wabash  road ;  and  I  believe  it  would  not  affect  their 
revenues  at  all  if  your  order  should  be  applied  to  them.  I  believe  that 
R  R  C — 25 


226 


is  also  true  of  the  C,  B.  &  Q.  Bat  when  you  get  west  of  the  river  on 
the  'Frisco  and  Iron  Mountain,  where  the  tonnage  is  not  one-fourth  of 
what  it  is  on  the  other  roads,  where  they  can  manage  60  loaded  cars  with 
one  engine,  then  you  can  see  the  difference.  When  you  strike  a  road 
like  the  'Frisco,  where  the  cost  of  operating  is  in  excess  of  what  it  is 
east  of  the  river,  it  makes  a  very  material  difference  in  our  earnings. 
Take  the  Wabash  road  :  The  tons  of  freight  carried  in  1881  by  this 
road  were  5,911,012 — mind  the  figures  5,911,012  tons. 

The  'Frisco  carried,  during  the  same  period,  683,544  tons,  against 
the  5,900,000  on  the  Wabash.  You  see  their  tons  in  thousands  is 
pretty  nearly  double  that  of  the  'Frisco,  while  leaving  them  their 
5,000,000  extra ;  and  it  runs  on  that  way  all  the  way  through.  We  will 
take  the  last  year  that  we  had,  which  is  '92,  to  show  how  their  tonnage 
increased  over  the  'Frisco ;  the  number  of  tons  carried  in  one  mile  by 
the  'Frisco  road  was  57,506,375 ;  the  total  tons  carried  in  one  mile  by 
the  Wab'ash  road  was  1,149,774,547.  The  rate  per  mile  on  the  Wabash 
was  9.951,  and  on  the  'Frisco  was  1.89.  The  cost  of  operating  on  the 
Wabash  was  6.94,  and  on  the  'Frisco,  7.55.  In  1892,  the  tons  carried 
by  the  Wabash  was  6,928,051  tons.  The  tons  carried  one  mile  was 
1,390,510,161.  The  rate  per  ton  was  0.705.  Expensesjper  ton  per  mile 
was  5.54.  The  tons  carried  by  the  'Frisco  was  2,089,828.  The  tons 
carried  one  mile  199,346,751.  Rate  per  ton  per  mile  was  1.29.  On  the 
'Frisco  the  cost  of  operating  was  .74 — nearly  three-fourths  of  a  cent — 
while  the  Wabash  was  a  fraction  over  one-half  a  cent.  So  you  can  see 
what  would  be  a  fair  rate  for  the  Wabash  or  the  0.,  B.  &  Q.  would  be 
an  unfair  rate  for  the  'Frisco  or  the  Iron  Mountain.  I  can  leave  these 
figures  with  you,  if  you  would  like  to  see  them.  They  are  all  substan- 
tiated by  the  reports  of  the  Wabash  road.  These  were  taken  from  the 
Auditor's  books  ;  these  are  verified  figures. 

While  it  might  be  a  good  idea  to  put  that  classification  in  on  some 
roads,  and  under  your  ruling  where  it  is  now,  it  did  not  affect  us,  but 
if  you  insist  on  it  going  in  west  of  the  river  on  such  roads  as  the  M., 
K.  &  T.  and  on  the  Mo.  Pac,  it  would  naturally  have  its  effect  on  the 
'Frisco,  for  they  are  nearly  parallel,  or  at  least,  cross  at  Carthage  and 
several  points. 

If  the  rate  goes  in  on  the  M.,  K.  &  T.  it  necessarily  compels  the 
Mo.  Pac.  to  meet  it.  If  we  had  any  complaints  from  shippers  on  our 
lines  that  that  was  too  high,  we  could  readily  understand  why  you 
want  to  make  this  order.  But,  as  we  understand  it,  you  only  have  one 
complaint,  and  that  from  a  man  down  on  the  Iron  Mountain.  Then  why 
compel  us  to  reduce  the  rate  on  every  bale  or  package  of  cotton  piece- 
goods  we  carry?    We  think  the  difficulty  could  be  met  some  other 
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way.  It  would  be  a  great  sacrifice  of  revenue  to  our  company,  as  well 
as  our  neighbors.  It  don't  mean  only  a  reduction  of  rates  on  such 
goods  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  but  it  affects  all  the  traffic  of  this  char- 
acter that  originates  in  2s  ew  York,  or  in  Chicago  and  Boston,  and  busi- 
ness from  the  South — from  Memphis  and  other  southern  points.  We 
have  never  heard  any  complaint  that  the  rates  were  too  high,  and  the 
reduction  in  that  revenue  to  our  company  will  be  enormous.  You  will 
observe  by  going  over  these  figures  that  the  rate  per  ton  per  mile  on 
our  lines  has  steadily  decreased  since  1880.  When  we  earned  1.99  the 
cost  of  operating  was  77-2000  of  a  cent.  You  follow  that  line  down 
until  you  come  to  1886,  when  the  rate  was  1.43,  and  the  cost  of  operat- 
ing 5.86,  which  was  the  lowest  in  any  period  between  1880  and  1892. 
The  rate  per  ton  per  mile  was  1.29,  and  the  cost  of  operating  74-100  of 
a  cent.  By  looking  at  the  Wabash  report  you  fiud  that  the  rate  per 
ton  per  mile  on  that  road  has  also  decreased,  but  the  cost  of  operating 
has  decreased  in  a  large  proportion. 

We  call  your  attention  to  the  country  through  which  our  road 
runs.  The  very  topography  of  the  road  is  such  that  they  can  reduce 
their  cost  of  operating,  while  ours  increases.  The  volume  of  tonnage 
that  was  handled  by  the  other  roads  in  comparison  with  that  handled 
by  the  'Frisco  would  enable  them  to  carry  freight  at  a  lower  rate.  If 
the  'Frisco  had  as  large  a  tonnage  as  the  other  roads,  the  rate  would 
be  less.  If  our  tonnage  was  as  great,  perhaps  we  would  not  make  so 
much  objection  to  this  reduction.  But  we  have  had  serious  complaints 
about  the  great  reduction  of  rate  per  ton  per  mile  from  our  financial 
agent,  and  it  behooves  us  to  watch  every  corner  that  we  possibly  can. 
I  say  it  myself,  and  I  think  your  Secretary,  General  Harding,  will  bear 
me  out  in  the  statement,  that  you  have  fewer  complaints  about  rates 
on  our  road  than  any  other  road  that  you  have  to  deal  with  in  the 
State.  If  there  is  a  manufacturing  interest  starts  up  on  our  road,  we 
take  an  interest  in  enabling  them  to  live  and  to  thrive.  I  believe  your 
Secretary  will  also  bear  me  out  in  that.  Our  returns  will  show  that 
where  it  is  necessary  we  have  always  done  it  and  done  it  cheerfully. 
But  in  a  case  like  this  we  cannot  see  that  anybody  is  going  to  be  bene- 
fited except  the  retailers,  and  not  to  an  extent  that  will  benefit  them 
very  materially ;  while  it  means  a  tremendous  reduction  in  our  rev- 
enue, not  only  on  these  commodities,  carried  to  points  within  the 
State,  but  it  will  carry  to  points  in  Kansas  and  in  Arkansas,  and  even 
as  far  south  as  Texas.  So  you  see  by  making  a  reduction  within  the 
State  you  cannot  confine  it  to  any  state.  You  cannot  reduce  the  rate 
on  goods  to  the  last  station  on  our  road  in  this  State,  without  reducing 
it  to  adjoining  towns  in  Kansas  and  down  in  Arkansas. 
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At  our  former  hearing,  Judge  Cowgill  asked  me  why  the  fourth- 
class  should  apply  on  coffee  and  not  on  cotton  piece-goods.  At  that 
time  I  made  him  no  reply.  Since  then,  I  have  given  the  matter  a  good 
deal  of  attention,  and  I  find  where  we  have  one  claim  for  damages  to 
coffee,  we  have  150  for  damages  to  dry-goods,  calicoes  and  other  such 
things,'which  are  damaged  to  such  an  extent  that  receiver  cannot  handle 
them  at  all.  All  this  means  a  loss  of  about  50  per  cent.  About  the 
only  thing  that  can  damage  coffee  is  syrup.  Even  coal  oil  will  not 
hurt  coffee.  You  know  that  if  coal  oil  gets  into  coffee  and  you  spread 
it  out  in  the  air,  the  coal  oil  will  evaporate  and  there  is  comparatively 
no  damage  done  to  the  coffee.  And  the  losses  and  claims  for  damage 
average  150  to  1.  We  ship  a  bale  of  dry-goods  :  the  natural  move- 
ment of  the  cars  which  runs  through  the  whole  car  will  sometimes 
injure  these  goods  ;  the  receiver  won't  have  them.  All  of  these  goods, 
when  they  get  the  least  bit  wet  or  soiled,  are  thrown  back  on  the  hands 
of  the  railroad  company,  for  the  receiver  will  not  have  anything  to  do 
with  them.  The  company  has  to  take  them  and  dispose  of  them  to 
the  best  advantage  ;  while  with  coffee  you  can  nearly  always  get  the 
dealer  to  take  that  and  handle  it.  I  suppose  that  is  one  reason  why 
the  fourth-class  rate  applies  on  coffee  and  sugar  and  a  higher  rate  on 
these  articles. 

Mr.  Stith :  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  Mr.  Cale  has  very  thoroughly 
gone  over  most  of  the  points,  from  our  point  of  view,  that  can  come 
up  for  our  consideration.  In  looking  at  the  rates  as  they  stand,  we 
find  that  a  reduction  on  the  Iron  Mountain  road  should  the  third  class 
order  be  maintained — the  first-class  rate  is  80  cents  per  100  pounds, 
and  the  third-class  rate  is  50  cents  per  100  pounds.  Our  difference 
between  the  first  and  third-class  rate  will  vary  between  that  to  12  and. 
15  cents,  so  that  the  effect  of  this  change  proposed  in  the  rate  on  our 
business,  will  about  approximate  so  far  as  the  depletion  of  the  earnings 
is  concerned,  with  the  difference  that  would  result  to  the  Frisco  line. 

The  location  of  the  Iron  Mountain  road  as  to  the  grades  and. 
curves,  and  the  character  of  the  territory  which  it  traverses,  is  almost 
identical  with  that  of  the  Frisco  line,  and  this  territory  is  also  some- 
what sparsely  settled,  that  is,  in  a  great  many  places,  xhere  being  no 
large  towns,  the  population  is  such  as  will  not  consume  much  outside 
of  the  absolute  necessaries  of  life.  On  the  other  hand,  the  products 
of  the  line  are  almost  without  exception  commodities  upon  which 
competition  requires  the  very  lowest  scale  of  rates  that  is  possible  for 
the  railroad  to  make  in  order  to  permit  its  patrons  to  seek  the  markets 
of  the  world.  Take  our  rate  on  iron  ore  :  our  rate  per  ton  per  mile  is 
very  low.    Our  service  is  very  expensive,  because  we  are  compelled 
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to  haul  them  up  grades  of  our  line.  On  such  grain  as  is  produced  on 
our  line,  along  the  counties  bordering  on  the  Mississippi  river,  we  are 
of  necessity  compelled,  from  the  fact  that  the  boats  make  very  low 
Tates  from  landings  that  can  be  reached  from  stations  on  our  line,  to 
make  rates  that  will  put  us  in  competition  with  the  Mississippi  river 
boats.  Our  meeting  this  competition  does  not,  of  course,  materially 
change  the  situation,  but  simply  permits  us  to  divide  the  business. 
Therefore  it  is  absolutely  necessary  for  the  road  to  meet  the  con- 
ditions established  by  the  boats  or  forego  the  traffic.  Our  lumber 
interest  is  a  great  one.  We  do  all  we  can  to  place  mills  on  our  road 
and  then  enable  them  to  reach  the  markets  of  the  world  with  the  pro- 
ducts. In  doing  that  we  are  compelled  to  meet  competition  at  prices 
that  make  transportation  of  the  property  unprofitable.  In  fact,  in  a 
good  many  cases  the  transportation  of  this  lumber  is  performed  at  an 
absolute  loss.  Now,  take  the  melon  interest  of  oar  road.  This  is  a 
traffic,  of  course,  that  is  not  steady ;  it  only  comes  in  once  in  a  year 
and  then  for  a  period  of  from  six  to  eight  weeks.  Rates  charged  by 
the  Iron  Mountain  road  are  a  matter  of  record,  and  I  think  you  are 
satisfied  that  they  are  extremely  low.  With  reference  to  the  traffic 
rates  on  south-bound  merchandise  by  the  Iron  Mountain.  Here  again 
we  are  compelled  to  meet  the  rates  of  the  Mississippi  river  competi- 
tion, which  necessitates  a  low  schedule  of  rates  at  these  points.  It  has 
always  been  the  aim  of  the  Iron  Mountain  Company  to  encourage  mills 
and  other  enterprises  that  wanted  to  locate  on  its  line,  and  they  have 
assisted  materially  in  the  development  of  the  country. 

Getting  back  to  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Cale  with  reference  to  the  value 
of  the  proposed  reduction  on  cotton  piece-goods  to  the  consumer,  and 
the  effect  of  this  reduction  upon  the  revenue  of  the  railroads  : 

I  think  that  the  statistics  furnished  by  Mr.  Cale  show  very  con- 
clusively that  the  benefits  to  be  derived  by  the  consumer,  who  is,  I 
presume,  the  party  you  desire  to  reach,  are  infinitesimal.  The  amount 
of  the  difference  to  him  is  small,  and  would  not  be  appreciated.  The 
effect  on  the  railroads  is  very  material,  and  the  enforcement  of  an 
order  of  this  kind  would  simply  mean  a  material  reduction  in  the  rate 
per  ton  per  mile  of  the  Iron  Mountain  road.  It  has  for  a  number  of 
years  gradually  grown  less  and  less.  Taking  the  rates  on  staple  arti- 
cles of  daily  consumption,  such  as  coffee,  sugar,  flour  and  meats,  we 
were  asked  why  the  coffee  was  fourth  class.  That  same  remark  might 
be  applied  to  sugar  and  meats,  although  their  value  in  some  cases  may 
not  be  greater  than  cotton  piece-goods.  These  are  articles  of  daily 
consumption,  and  the  application  of  a  higher  rate  than  fourth-class  put 
these  commodities  out  of  the  reach  of  a  good  many  consumers  that 
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now  use  thein  as  an  item  of  every-day  food.  The  rates  of  the  Irons 
Mountain  road,  since  the  establishment  of  this  first-class  rate  on  cot- 
ton piece-goods,  have  been  materially  reduced;  so  that,  taking  the  first 
and  third-class  rates  of  today  as  compared  with  the  first  and  third- 
class  rates  of  the  period  when  this  classification  was  established,  will 
show  that  the  shipment  of  cotton  piece-goods  at  the  present  first-class 
rates  are  charged  at  a  reasonable  and  fair  rate  for  the  100  pounds. 
As  to  the  establishment  of  the  third-class  rate  on  these  cotton  piece- 
goods,  it  was  first  made  by  the  official  classification  which  applies  from 
the  eastern  points  of  manufacture  to  Chicago  and  upper  Mississippi 
river  points.  By  the  completion  of  other  lines  west  of  the  Mississippi 
river  to  interior  Iowa  points,  the  third-class  rate  was  applied  at 
Marshalltown  and  Des  Moines  in  original  packages  from  the  point  of 
manufacture  in  car-load  lots.  In  order  to  place  these  jobbing  points 
on  a  level  with  other  jobbing  points,  a  like  adjustment,  approximating 
the  third-class  rates,  was  made. 

The  intent  of  the  application  of  the  third-class  rate  on  this  com- 
modity was  that  it  should  apply  on  a  staple  as  it  came  from  the  mill. 
It  did  not  include  a  lot  of  silks  or  laces,  which,  if  damaged,  would  be 
a  material  loss,  but  it  included  the  low-grade  commodities  that  were 
covered  by  the  classification.  In  the  application  applying  this  over 
the  jobbing  points,  and  not  the  manufacturing  points,  it  is  almost  im- 
possible for  the  carriers  to  protect  themselves  against  the  loading  into 
these  packages  of  valuable  goods,  and  under  the  terms  of  classifica- 
tion of  the  Board,  of  goods  that  are  entitled  to  a  higher  rate.  In  case 
of  loss  it  makes  a  very  material  difference  to  the  railroad  company  and 
the  shipper  whether  the  shipment  contains  the  original  articles,  or 
whether  it  contains  the  mixture  usually  shipped.  I  do  not  mean  to 
have  the  inference  drawn  that  every  package  contains  these  high-priced, 
fancy  goods.  The  fact  remains,  however,  that  a  great  many  of  them  do. 

Gentlemen,  we,  of  course,  look  at  this  matter  from  our  point  of 
view.  We  feel  that  the  effect  of  an  order  making  third-class  rate  apply 
to  cotton  piece-goods  over  the  rails  of  the  State  of  Missouri  will  work 
a  very  great  hardship  on  some  of  the  lines,  particularly  the  lines  repre- 
sented here  before  you  this  morning.  It,  is  possible  that  north  of  the 
Missouri  river  the  tonnage  per  mile  is  much  greater  and  the  class  of 
business  more  nearly  equalized,  and  that  the  effect  would  not  be  so  far- 
reaching.  Take  it  in  the  territory  of  the  Iron  Mountain  road,  where 
the  probable  amount  of  high-grade  freight  is  comparatively  infinitesi- 
mal, the  effect  of  this  order  will  be  very  far-reaching  and  very  disas- 
trous. We,  therefore,  hope  and  know  that  you  will  give  due  considers* 
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tion  to  all  these  points,  and  that  in  your  wisdom  you  will  see  your  way 
clear  to  continue  the  suspension  of  this  order. 

Mr.  Fletcher:  I  think  that  Mr.  Oale  and  Mr.  Stith  have  fully 
covered  all  the  points  that  apply  to  our  road  by  telling  what  an  actual 
reduction  of  twenty  cents  on  the  hundred  pounds  will  mean  on  their 
roads.  As  we  are  similarly  situated  to  both  the  Iron  Mountain  and  the 
'Frisco,  the  same  is  equally  true  of  our  road,  and  I  don't  know  that  I 
have  anything  further  to  add. 

Mr.  Oale:  I  will  leave  these  figures  that  I  have  had  tabulated. 
The  application  of  those  figures  applies  to  the  maximum  reduction. 
Take  a  shipment  made  from  an  interior  jobbing  point  like  Springfield, 
Carthage  or  Joplin.  The  saving  to  the  consumer  is  practically  nothing. 
This  order  of  yours  covers  all  goods,  and  the  saving  to  the  consumer 
amounts  to  a  mere  bagatelle.  The  dealer  is  not  going  to  mark  his 
goods  down.  Nine-tenths  of  them  won't  know  it.  You  may  send  them 
a  copy  of  the  order,  or  they  may  see  it  announced  in  the  papers  ;  they 
will  read  it  and  it  will  end  in  their  forgetting  all  about  it.  With  refer- 
ence to  this  classification  applying  on  these  various  commodities,  as  it 
has  been  stated,  the  classification  originated  with  the  trunk  lines  on  the 
sea-board  territory,  and  was  first  made  to  apply  on  car-load  lots,  and 
finally  modified  to  apply  on  original  packages.  We  have  a  system  of 
inspection  at  St.  Louis,  and  every  package  stamped  "cotton  piece-goods'7 
1&  examined.  Many  of  the  cases  are  found  to  contain  pretty  nearly 
everything  that  is  carried  in  the  notion  line.  A  man  will  buy  a  case  of 
goods  or  a  part  of  a  case,  and  finds  that  he  still  has  room.  Then  he 
will  have  the  case  filled  with  the  ribbons  and  other  articles  for  which 
he  hi  is  sale,  and  thereby  gets  the  third-class  rate  on  these  goods,  or 
would  if  this  system  was  not  in  effect.  We  have  no  such  system  any 
other  place,  and  the  railroad  companies  would  not  be  able  to  discover 
frauds  of  this  kind  at  any  other  point. 

Mr.  Stith  :    There  is  practically  no  inspection  in  Missouri. 

Mr.  Cale :  There  is  no  inspection  of  goods  coming  from  the  large 
territory  east  of  St.  Louis.  They  go  through  without  any  check  until 
they  reach  St.  Louis. 

Mr.  Stith :  It  will  apply  not  only  to  alleged  cotton  goods  from 
St.  Louis,  but  will  permit  a  shipment  to  be  made  at  that  rate  from  Chi- 
cago or  Cincinnati. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  You  mean  that  those  articles  that  would  go  in 
the  first  class,  they  will  try  to  get  them  in  as  third  class  more  than 
ever  ? 

Mr.  Stith  :  Yes.  The  further  point  is  made:  If  they  succeed  in 
doing,  that  the  benefit  to  the  consumer  amounts  to  nothing.  Simply 
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the  railroad  company  is  knocked  out  of  the  revenue  in  transporting 
these  high-class  freights  on  reasonable  rates,  on  account  of  this  ma- 
nipulation on  the  part  of  the  shipper. 

Mr.  Fletcher:  If  this  change  is  made  in  Missouri  it  carries  with 
it  nearly  all  points  in  the  State  of  Kansas. 

Mr.  Oale :  It  not  only  affects  rates  on  the  lines  over  which  you 
have  control,  but  it  will  affect  rates  in  Kansas.  A  reduction  on  our 
line  compels  a  corresponding  reduction  at  stations  adjoining  us  in 
Kansas  and  other  states. 

Mr.  Stith :  The  rate  which  you  make  by  your  action  from  St.  Louis 
to  Joplin  affects  the  rate  from  St.  Louis  to  Pittsburg,  Kansas;  I  believe 
the  rates  are  the  same,  or  approximately  the  same.  There  is  so  little 
difference  between  the  rates  between  St.  Louis  and  Joplin  and  points 
in  Southwest  Missouri,  and  stations  in  the  first  tier  of  counties  in  the 
State  of  Kansas,  that  we  could  not  make  a  third-class  rate  to  apply  to 
Missouri  points,  without  making  a  corresponding  rate  to  Kansas  points. 
If  we  did  not  do  this,  it  would  end  in  their  loading  their  goods  in 
wagons  and  carting  them  across  into  Kansas,  thus  depriving  the  rail- 
roads of  a  large  amount  that  they  would  otherwise  have. 

Establishing  your  rate  to  points  in  this  eastern  border  of  Kansas, 
we  find  that  through  Kansas  City  there  are  southerly  lines  reaching  all 
borders  of  the  State.  Take  the  Frisco  and  Memphis  roads.  They 
would  not  want  to  be  debarred.  So  they  put  in  that  rate  by  way  of 
Kansas  City  to  St.  Louis.  The  next  line  is  the  Southern  Kansas,  which 
runs  from  Kansas  City  south  to  the  border  of  the  State.  They  make  a 
comparative  reduction  to  keep  them  in  competition  with  the  Frisco  line, 
and  so  it  goes  on  until  you  have  reached  Wichita,  from  the  northeast 
to  the  southwest.  That  change  in  the  rate  from  St.  Louis  to  Kansas 
points  is  a  matter  which  it  is  impossible  to  avoid  on  account  of  the 
conditions,  and  is  applied  not  only  from  St.  Louis,  but  from  Mississippi 
river  points  north  of  St.  Louis,  from  Chicago  and  from  all  other  points 
from  which  rates  are  made  on  an  established  basis.  The  same  rule 
would  apply  on  the  south  and  to  points  in  Arkansas.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  you  start  from  St.  Louis  and  go  clear  down  to  the  Gulf  of  Mex- 
ico ;  and  the  same  is  true  in  a  westerly  direction,  clear  to  the  Colorado 
border. 

Mr.  Cale:  To  carry  out  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Stith,  I  will  just  state 
that  the  rate  from  St.  Louis  to  Joplin,  and  to  Pittsburg,  Kansas,  is  the 
same. 

Mr.  Hennessey :    You  wish  to  leave  those  figures  here  ! 
Mr.  Cale :    Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Stith :  If  there  is  any  information  that  you  desire  from  the 
Iron  Mountain  road,  or  the  Missouri  Pacific  either,  in  connection  with 
your  expression  of  this  question,  we  will  be  pleased  to  furnish  it.  I  did 
not  come  prepared  with  a  statistical  outlay,  because  I  did  not  know 
whether  that  would  be  needed  ;  but  if  you  desire  it  for  your  informa- 
tion, I  will  be  pleased  to  get  up  any  statement  that  you  may  wish  to 
have  in  connection  with  it. 

May  16 — The  matter  of  change  in  the  classification  of  cotton 
piece-goods,  ordered  by  the  Commissioners  on  March  21,  1893,  to  take 
effect  April  12,  1893,  the  operation  of  which  order  was  subsequently 
suspended,  pending  a  hearing  of  the  matter,  ordered  to  be  held  on 
May  9,  was  taken  up  by  the  Board. 

The  evidence  in  the  case  being  carefully  considered,  the  Commis- 
sioners made  the  following  order: 

City  of  Jefferson,  May  16,  1893. 

"To  whom  it  mcy  concern : 

The  following  action  was  this  day  taken  by  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Com- 
missioners : 

In  the  matter  of  charge  of  classification  of  cotton  goods,  hearing  had  May 
9,  1893,  it  is  hereby  ordered  that  the  order  of  this  Board  changing  the  classification 
of  cotton  goods  from  first  to  third  clase,  as  made  March  21st  ulto,  taking  effect 
April  12th  ulto..  and  which,  by  order  of  the  Boaad,  made  April  27th  ulto.,  was  sus- 
pended, pending  a  hearing  of  the  aforesaid  matter, ordered  and  held  May  9th  inst., 
be  again  put  in  force,  taking  effect  on  and  after  Monday,  May  29, 1S93." 
By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

James  Harding, 

Secretary  of  Board. 

The  change  in  classification  as  ordered  was  promptly  put  in  effect 
by  the  several  railroads  of  this  State. 


Feb.  25 — The  following  was  received  : 

Springfield,  Mo.,  Feb.  24,  1893. 

Henry  W.  Hickman,  Esq.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Will  you  please  let  me  know  the  classification  of  freight  made  by 
the  Railroad  Commissioners  of  articles-not  classified  or  included  in  the  classifica- 
tion of  Revised  Statutes  of  1889,  section  2674. 

Said  section  makes  four  general  classes— first,  second,  third  and  fourth — and 
seven  special  classes— D,  E,  F,  G,  H,  I,  J— and  some  articles  of  freight  are  not 
named  in  any  of  the  classes.  1  wanted  to  know  in  regard  to  an  engine  and  weU- 
drill,  whether  it  belongs  to  [fourth- class  heavy  articles,  and  therefore  the  special 
elass  J. 

If  you  have  a  printed  classification  and  the  prices  established  by  law,  either 
for  distribution  or  sale,  please  send  me  a  copy.  Yours  truly, 

Geo.  M.  Gibson. 
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Answered  March  1,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  Western  classification  governs  shipments  in  this  State  by  rail- 
roads, as  follows  : 

Well-boring  machines  in  frame  or  set  up,  1£  times  first  class.  Knocked  down 
in  pieces,  first  class.  Completely  knocked  down  and  boxed,  second  class.  Same 
in  car-loads,  class  A. 

Steam  engines  knocked  down,  light  parts  detached  and  boxed,  first  class. 
Semi-portable  engines,  upright  boilers  with  engines  attached,  small  parts  detached 
and  boxed,  second  class. 


March  20 — The  following  was  received  : 

Darlington,  Mo.,  March  18,  1893. 

Hon.  James  Cowgill,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — We  were  referred  to  you  by  J.  B.  Thomas,  a  very  good  friend  of 
mine,  as  a  man  to  write  for  information  in  regard  to  the  freight  tariff  100  miles  and 
under,  in  local  and  car  lots  on  our  bolted  hickory  for  handles,  which  we  think 
would  come  under  the  head  of  wood  bolts,  and  not  hard  and  soft  lumber ;  and  if 
they  can  charge  more  than  the  tariff  rate  and  collect  it.  Also,  if  there  is  any 
schedule  weights  whereby  this  material  can  be  estimated  by  the  cord,  it  being  36" 
long.  We  would  also  like  to  get  some  information  as  to  the  rates  on  handle  hickory 
timber,  in  car  lots  100  miles  and  under,  which  is  split  and  in  the  round,  it  being  a 
little  larger  than  cord-wood,  and  can  not  be  packed  as  close  as  cord-wood;  this  is 
also  36"  long. 

Does  not  a  railroad  company  have  to  receive  128  cubic  feet  for  a  cord  of  wood  ? 
and  will  last-named  material  come  under  the  head  of  cord-wood  ?  Also,  is  there  a 
schedule  weight  per  cord  ?  We  are  having  considerable  trouble  with  the  railroad 
on  account  of  there  being  no  scales  over  the  points  from  where  we  ship,  and  all 
the  information  you  can  give  us  in  this  matter  1  can  assure  you  will  be  considered 
as  a  very  special  favor  ;  and  an  early  reply  will  greatly  oblige 

Yours  truly, 
Amos  Bros.  Handle  Mfg.  Co., 
C.  K.  Amos,  Treasurer. 

Answered  same  day  as  follows  : 

*****!  am  instructed  to  request  that  you  .forward  to  this  office  ex- 
pense bills  covering  shipments  referred  to  in  your  letter,  as  it  is  necessary  to  know 
on  which  of  the  lines  crossing  at  Darlington  shipments  were  made.  On  receipt  of 
expense  bills  immediate  answer  will  be  made,  giving  you  all  information  required 
by  you. 

Nothing  farther  was  heard  regarding  this  case. 


April  17,  1894 — The  following  letter  was  written  J.  G.  Miller,  A* 

G.  F.  A.,  Chicago  : 

*  *  *  x  -phis  Board  has  no  revised  schedule  of  classification  of  freights 
and  tariff  of  maximum  rates  now  in  force.  Under  the  law  of  18S7— please  see 
sections  2631)  and  2640,  Revised  Statutes  Missouri,  188ft,  pages  223  and  224  of  report 
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herewith— the  railroads  of  the  State  tile  their  own  classifications  and  rate  tariffs,, 
subject  to  approval  by  the  Commissioners.  Western  classification,  excepting  in 
cases  where  State  classification  conflicts  ( section  2674,  page  243  of  report  here- 
with), and  in  some  few  cases  where  class  has  been  changed  by  Commissioners,  is  in 
force  in  Missouri. 

June  28,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Boles,  Mo.,  June  27,  1891. 
To  the  Hon.  Railroad  Commissioners,  State  of  Missouri : 

Gentlemen— Some  time  since  I  purchased  a  buggy  in  St.  Louis  and  had  it 
shipped  as  per  enclosed  freight  receipt;  and  you  will  see  that  it  was  billed  at  2000 
lbs.,  when  in  reality  it  weighed  350  lbs.  Please  advise  me  if  this  is  correct,  and  if 
not,  please  get  a  correction  for  me  and  oblige,         Yours  respectfully, 

M.  P.  H INKLE. 

Answered  July  25,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  In  accordance  with  Western  classification,  which  is  in  force  upon 
all  railroad  lines  in  this  State,  buggies  with  wheels  and  shafts  detached,  take  arbi- 
trary weight  of.  2000  pounds.  The  reason  for  this  classification  is  on  account  of 
space  occupied  in  car.  The  charges,  as  per  bill  returned  herewith,  are  in  accord- 
ance with  classification  and  tariff. 


SWITCHING  CHARGES  AND  DEMURRAGE. 

Complaint  of  Hay  Dealers  of  Kansas  City  of  Unjust  and  Discriminating 
Regulations  Regarding  Delivery  of  and  Demurrage  of  Hay  Received 
at  that  Point. 


March  30 — The  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  March  29,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Esq.,  Sec'y  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission,  Jefferson  City: 

Dear  Sir— Attached  hereto  are  two  notices,  one  from  Mo.  Pac.  R.  R.  and  one 
from  A.,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  R.,  by  the  provisions  of  which  all  hay  arriving  over  either 
of  these  roads  is  sent  to  a  store  in  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange  on  arrival,  and 
gives  receives  no  opportunity  to  unload  or  otherwise  dispose  of  their  hay  without 
paying  a  switching  charge  of  $2,  as  there  are  no  team  tracks  at  the  Hay  Exchange, 
or  taking  it  from  the  store-house,  which,*owing  to  the  fact  that  the  Hay  Exchange 
does  not  furnish  any  assistance  in  making  delivery  of  the  hay,  makes  it  practically 
impossible  to  remove  the  hay  until  storage  charges  have  accrued.  Further,  the 
Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange  is  located  at  such  a  distance  from  the  various  team 
tracks  of  the  above  roads,  that  we  find  it  impossible  to  sell  the  hay  at  Exchange 
within  50c  to  $L  per  ton  of  the  prices  it  would  bring  had  we]  the  48-hour  privilege, 
which  has  heretofore  been  accorded  by  all  railroads  in  the  city  as  a  legally  reason- 
able length  of  time  in  which  to  remove  the  hay  from  the  cars,  in  addition  to  hav- 
ing to  pay  50c  per  ton  storage  on  same. 

This  ruling  has  been  evidently  issued  by  request  of  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Ex- 
change, whose  president  has  been  in  the  employ  of  the  Mo.  Pac.  R'y  in  this  city 
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for  several  years,  and  who,  therefore,  has  the  sympathy  of  the  local  officials  here, 
and  has  been  issued  for  the  evident  purpose  of  filching  from  the  hay  receivers  and 
shippers  storage  charges  on  all  hay  received  over  these  roads  to  foster  an  enter- 
prise which,  we  are  pretty  reliably  informed,  some  of  our  local  railroad  officials 
have  considerable  stock  in. 

The  ruling  is  a  discrimination  against  the  hay  interests  of  Kansas  City ;  is 
unfair  and  unjust  to  the  hay  receivers  here,  and  subjects  the  shipper  to  unnecessary 
cost  of  handling  his  hay  in  this  market. 

We  appeal  to  your  honorable  board  for  an  investigation  of  these  charges,  and 
respectfully  ask  that  you  take  such  action,  as  early  as  possible,  as  will  adjust  these 
grievances  and  bring  about  such  regulations  as  may  be  fair  and  just  to  all  parties 
concerned. 

In  citing  these  grievances  we  voice  the  sentiments  of  the  hay  receivers  of 
Kansas  City.    Awaiting  your  action  in  this  matter,  we  are,  sir, 

Your  most  obedient  servants, 

Sam'l  Hardin  &  Co. 

(  Enclosures.) 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  March  24, 1893. 

To  hay  dealers  and  all  concerned  : 

Commencing  April  10, 1893,  all  hay  received  at  this  station  will  be  set  to  the 
Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange,  Eighteenth  and  Liberty  streets,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
for  unloading,  delivery  or  storage.  Unless  other  arrangements  exist  or  are  made 
between  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange  and  consignees,  the  hay  will  be  held  24 
hours  after  unloading  before  storage  charges  begin  to  accrue  (  Sundays  and  legal 
holidays  not  counted).  If  not  removed  before  the  expiration  of  24  hours  it  will  be 
subject  to  the  regular  charges  of  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange,  at  consignee's  or 
owner's  expense. 

We  will  collect  all  our  charges  from  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange,  with 
whom  settlement  for  same  must  be  made  by  consignees  or  owners. 

Jno.  Z.  Roraback,  Agt.  A.,  T.  &  S.  F. 

Kansas  City,  Mo  ,  March  11,  1893. 

To  hay  dealers  and  all  concerned  : 

Commencing  March  20,  1893,  all  hay  received  at  this  station  over  the  Missouri 
Pacific  railway  will  be  set  to  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange,  Eighteenth  and 
Liberty  streets,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  for  unloading,  delivery  or  storage.  Unless  other 
arrangements  exist  or  are  made  bttween  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange  and  con- 
signees, the  hay  will  be  held  24  hours  after  unloading  before  storage  charges  begin 
to  accrue  (  Sundays  and  legal  holidays  not  counted  ).  If  not  removed  before  the 
expiration  of  24  hours  it  will  be  subject  to  the  regular  charges  of  the  Kansas  City 
Hay  Exchange,  at  consignee's  or  owner's  expense. 

We  will  collect  all  our  charges  from  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange,  with 
whom  settlement  for  same  must  be  made  by  consignees  or  owners. 

R.  P.  Isitt,  Agt.  Mo.  Pacific. 

April  3,  1893 — The  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  March  31,  1893. 
Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen — I  herewith  enclose  you  clipping  out  of  the  Evening  Star,  which 
fully  explains  itself.  1  have  been  requested  by  the  Hay  Dealers'  Association  to 
advise  you  that  there  will  be  a  meeting  held  Thursday,  April  the  6th,  at  their  hall, 
1315  W.  Eleventh  St.,  at  3  p.  m.,  and  you  are  cordially  invited  to  meet  with  them 
and  make  an  investigation  as  to  the  state  of  aflairs. 
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If  you  can  not  be  present,  name  the  day  and  we  will  call  a  meeting  at  any 
time  you  may  wish.    Kindly  favor  me  with  an  early  reply. 

Yours  truly, 
C.  J.  Grei8Char,  Sec'y. 

( Enclosure.) 

The  hay  dealers  of  Kansas  City  are  up  in  arms  against  the  railroads  which 
are  said  to  be  interested  in  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange.  At  a  meeting  of  the 
Hay  Dealers' Association  held  yesterday,  the  secretary  was  instructed  to  com- 
municate with  the  State  Railroad  Commissioners  of  Missouri  and  Kansas,  and  ask 
them  to  induce  the  road3  to  remove  the  net  arbitrary  restrictions  now  surrounding 
the  hay  shipments  to  this  city,  and  which  are  claimed  to  be  in  force  solely  for  the 
private  gain  of  railroad  officials. 

According  to  the  statements  of  members  of  the  association,  a  clerk  in  the 
Missouri  Pacific  local  freight  office  some  months  ago  conceived  the  idea  of  building 
a  warehouse,  and  inducing  all  of  the  hay  dealers  in  the  city  to  sign  a  contract  to 
handle  all  of  their  hay  through  the  warehouse.  A  number  of  the  dealers  did  sign 
the  preliminary  nrticles,  with  the  understanding  that  the  warehouse  should  be  con- 
veniently located,  so  as  to  be  easily  reached  by  teams.  The  warehouse  was  built  and 
christened  as  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange,  and  business  was  speedily  begun  on 
an  extensive  scale.  The  first  move  of  the  railroad  was  to  put  into  effect  a  ruling 
that  no  hay  could  be  handled  on  the  team  tracks  or  at  private  warehouses,  and  that 
all  hay  must  be  disposed  of  through  the  Exchange.  A  charge  of  50  cents  a  ton  for 
the  first  10  days'  storage  was  demanded  by  the  Exchange,  and  for  30  days  or  more 
a  charge  of  90  cents  was  made. 

The  Missouri  Pacific  issued  instructions  that  the  hay  received  must  be  sent 
immediately  to  the  warehouse,  and  that  even  the  usual  period  of  forty-eight  hours 
for  unloading  would  not  be  allowed.  The  JSanta  Fe  has  also  given  notice  that  the 
same  plan  would  be  pursued  by  that  company,  and  now  a  mighty  cry  is  going  up. 
The  hay  dealers  claim  that  there  is  not  a  regular  dealer  in  the  Exchange  company, 
and  that  the  whole  thing  is  a  scheme  to  enrich  a  few  railroad  officials  at  their 
expense.  An  indignation  meeting  was  held  the  first  of  the  week,  and  the  matter 
was  fully  discussed.  It  was  shown  that  even  hay  to  be  reconsigned  could  not  be 
handled  except  through  the  Exchange,  and  every  shipment  of  hay  made  to  this 
city,  whether  destined  for  here  or  going  through,  was  subjected  to  a  tribute  of 
storage  charges  whether  the  dealers  consented  or  not.  Track  shipments,  it  was 
shown,  were  not  allowed  to  be  unloaded  except  through  the  Exchange,  and  in  case 
a  car  was  to  be  reconsigned  it  was  to  be  sent  to  the  warehouse,  and  whether  un- 
loaded or  not,  was  subjected  to  the  switching  charge.  Either  the  company  con- 
trolling the  Exchange  or  the  railroad  was  benefited,  and  the  Kansas  City  dealer 
was  called  upon  to  pay  the  bill.  A  special  committee  was  appointed  to  wait  upon 
Local  Freight  Agent  Isitt  of  the  Missouri  Pacific,  and  ask  for  the  usual  48-hour 
privilege  if  for  nothing  else  ;  but  the  committee  was  met  with  the  statement  that 
the  matter  had  been  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  freight  officials,  and  was  con- 
trolled by  the  transportation  department.  The  committee  was  told  that  Missouri 
Pacific  officials  were  interested  in  the  warehouse,  and  that  the  local  agent  could 
neither  set  hay  shipments  to  the  team  tracks  or  to  the  individual  warehouse  for 
unloading,  nor  could  the  time  of  48  hours  allowed  on  all  other  commodities  be 
allowed  for  hay,  which  must  be  sent  for  immediately  upon  its  arrival. 

The  report  was  made  by  the  committee  at  another  meeting  of  the  association 
held  yesterday  afternoon,  and  a  plan  of  action  was  determined  upon.  The  matter 
will  be  taken  before  the  Railroad  Commissioners,  and  in  case  the  roads  do  not  aban- 
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<lon  the  attempt  to  make  a  monopoly  of  the  hay  storage  business,  steps  will  be 
taken  to  bring  suit  and  expose  the  entire  matter  to  the  Commissioners  and  in  the 
courts  if  necessary.  The  dealers  admit  that  a  storage  house  here  or  exchange 
would  be  a  good  thing,  but  declare  that  they  must  have  the  privilege  of  sending 
what  hay  they  desire  to  their  own  storage  houses.  A  strong  fight  will  be  made, 
and  it  is  likely  that  the  matter  will  end  in  the  courts. 

Answered  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  Owing  to  prior  engagements,  it  will  be  impossible  for  the  Com- 
missioners to  attend  the  meeting  of  your  association  on  the  6th  inst.  As  soon  as  a 
quorum  of  the  Board  is  in  office,  the  matter  of  complaint  will  be  taken  up,  and  you 
will  be  promptly  notified  of  action  taken. 

April  6,  1893 — The  following  was  received: 

Kansas  City  Mo.,  April  5, 1893. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  R  R.  and  W.  H.  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  herewith  enclose  you  petition  of  the  majority  cf  the  hay  dealers 
of  Kansas  City,  which  please  present  to  the  Board  at  your  earliest  convenience,  as 
any  delay  in  this  matter  will  cause  a  heavy  loss  to  the  majority  of  the  hay  dealers 
of  Kansas  City  and  their  shippers. 

Trusting  that  you  will  give  same  your  proper  attention  and  oblige, 

Yours  very  respectfully, 

C.  J.  Grkischab,  Sec'y. 

Kansas  City  Mo.,  April  3,  1893. 
To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners 

of  the  State  of  Missouri,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 
Gentlemen— We,  the  undersigned,  hay  dealers  and  shippers  of  Kansas  City, 
do  most  respectfully  request  you  to  come  to  Kansas  City  at  the  earliest  date  prac- 
ticable, and  make  an  informal  investigation  of  the  rules  and  regulations  recently 
adopted  by  the  Misiouri  Pacific  Railway  Co.,  relative  to  the  storage  of  hay  in  the 
warehouses  of  private  parties,  known  as  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange.  This 
warehouse  is  located  in  Misouri,  and  is  under  the  jurisdiction  of  your  honorable 
Board. 

We  do  not  ask  that  this  be  taken  up  as  a  formal  complaint  at  present,  from  the 
fact  that  we  need  immediate  relief,  and  we  believe,  with  your  aid,  that  we  can  get 
the  matter  before  the  higher  officials  of  the  Missouri  Pacific  R'y,  and  that  by  so 
doing  we  will  be  granted  relief.  We  have  tried  to  get  this  matter  before  them 
ourselves,  but  so  far  have  been  unable  to  get  beyond  the  local  freight  agent  and  a 
representative  of  the  car  service  department.  We  have  been  told  that  some  of  the 
minor  officials  are  interested  financially  in  the  success  of  the  warehouse  of  the 
so-called  Hay  Exchange.  We  do  not  know  that  this  is  true,  and  even  if  true,  if 
we  are  treated  with  the  same  consideration  as  shippers  of  other  commodities— such 
as  grain,  merchandise,  etc. — we  have  no  objection  to  sending  all  hay  held  over  a 
reasonable  length  of  time  to  that  warehouse,  or  other  regular  warehouse,  provided 
we  have  not  given  disposition  for  same  within  24  hours,  «nd  cars  are  not  unloaded 
within  48  hours,  or  such  time  as  allowed  other  commodities  for  unloading  here. 

We  have  made  such  a  proposition  to  Mr.  Isitt,  local  agent  of  the  Missouri 
Pacific  here,  who  refused  to  consider  it,  and  notified  us  that  he  would  send  all  hay 
to  the  warehouse  of  the  so-called  Hay  Exchange  immediately  on  arrival,  even 
though  consigned  to  private  warehouses  of  individuals.  One  of  the  reasons  given 
for  this  ruling  is  a  preliminary  agreement  with  builder  of  warehouse,  who  was  at 
that  time  a  clerk  in  the  Missouri  Pacific  office,  which  reads  as  follows  : 
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Kansas  City,  Mo.,  September  1,  1893. 


Agreement  with  Fred  Morrell  for  the  purpose  of  improving  the  conditions  under  which  the 
hay  business  of  this  city  is  conducted:  It  is  proposed  to  build  a  warehouse  in  a  convenient  location, 
of  capacity  to  handle  all  the  hay  distributed  in  Kansas  City,  for  which  service,  including  unload- 
ing, storing,  assorting  and  weighing  in  and  out  of  warehouse,  reasonable  charge  to  be  made,  to 
be  based  on  tbe  St.  Louis  schedule,  as  follows: 

First  six  days,  50c  per  ton.  Next  live  days,  20c  per  ton.  Next  ten  days,  10c  per  ton.  Next 
ten  days,  10c  per  ton.    Each  succeeding  month  or  part  thereof,  50c  per  ton. 

In  consideration  of  which  we,  the  undersigned  receivers  of  hay  in  Kansas  City,  hereby  agree 
to  have  all  hay  consigned  to  us  pass  through  this  warehouse,  subject  to  the  charges  above  specified 
for  such  service. 


When  this  agreement  was  signed  we  were  told  the  warehouse  would  be  located 
conveniently  for  deliveries  and  easily  accessible.  The  warehouse  built  is  not  con- 
veniently located  and  is  not  easily  accessible.  On  the  contrary,  it  is  so  constructed 
that  there  is  bound  to  be  delay  in  getting  hay  out  of  it  by  teams  being  compelled  to 
wait  upon  others  that  may  be  loading,  thus  causing  extraordinary  delay. 

Even  if  the  preliminary  agreement  was  valid  and  the  warehouse  was  properly 
located,  we  maintain  that  as  there  is  no  time  specified  for  which  agreement  was 
made  that  it  could  be  terminated  at  any  time  on  due  notice  from  the  signers  ;  that 
it  could  be  only  an  agreement  between  ourselves  Jand  an  individual,  and  the  rail- 
roads have  no  right  to  take  any  further  cognizance  of  than  given  them  by  us. 

The  warehouse  as  now  being  operated  and  the  rules  of  the  Missouri  Pacific  in 
reference  to  it,  is  not  only  an  extraordinary  expense  to  ourselves,  but  to  our  cus- 
tomers in  the  country  as  well,  and  is  an  injury  to  the  entire  hay  interests  of  the 
territory  in  Missouri  tributary  to  Kansas  City.  We  recognize  the  importance  of 
a  hay  exchange  or  association  properly  organized  among  the  dealers  of  repute  and 
good  standing,  and  the  value  of  a  storage  warehouse  where  certified  weights  by 
disinterested  weigh-masters  and  inspectors  under  proper  rules  may  be  had,  and 
believe  that  we  will  be  able  to  bring  about  &uch  an  organization  here ;  but  even 
then  we  will  object  to  sending  such  hay  to  the  public  warehouses  as  goes  forward 
o  other  cities  and  destined  to  private  warehouses,  for  the  reason  it  not  only  neces- 
sitates an  extra  expense  but  an  additional  loss  by  broken  bales,  etc.,  on  account  of 
extra  handling.  We  can  have  the^weigh-masters  and  inspectors  selected  by  the 
association,  and  get  same  weights  and  inspection  on  the  private  warehouse  ship- 
ments as  that  to  the  public  warehouse.  The  railroads  ;of  St.  ; Louis,  the  only 
city  in  Missouri  having  a  hay  exchange  under  established  rules,  etc.,  permit  not 
only  delivery  to  private  warehouses,  but  allow  48  hours  for  team  track  delivery 
when  ordered  to  team  track.  In  fact,  if  the  Kansas  City  railroads  would  adopt 
rules  on  hay  now  in  effect  at  St.  Louis,  we  believe  the  trouble  would  be  settled. 


(Signed) 

J.  B.  Spellman, 

Peake  ft  Dunning, 

Western  Hay  Co  ,  per  Gibbons, 

Chas.  Trapper  &  B.  Co  ,  per  Johnston, 

E.  R.  Boynton, 
Montgomery  Grain  Co. . 
Simpson  ft  Co. , 

Judd  ft  Grant, 

Union  Hay  Co. ,  per  J  D.  House,  Mgr  , 

Geo.  I.  Kimball, 

Hay  ward  &  Co., 

W.  Warren, 

Excelsior  Hay  Co  , 

Moffat  &  Lee  Commission  Co  , 

F.  H.  Crane  ft  Co., 


Moore  ft  Gill, 

C.  H  Schilling  &  Son, 

Cole  ft  Fuller, 

W.  H.  Lockwood, 

Broadnax  ft  McLinney, 

Johnson  ft  Brinkman  Commission  Co  , 

Tyler  Bros., 

John  Sellon  ft  Co?, 

Greischar  ft  Kepple, 

Minter  Bros. , 

Hertz  ft  Holman, 

Nelson  ft  Birch  (if  location  is  suitable,  etc.), 
Dayton  Commission  Co., 
Clark,  Mysick  ft  Co. 
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We  believe  a  personal  visit  of  one  or  more  of  your  honorable  Board,  that  you 
may  look  over  the  situation,  then  a  recommendation  from  you  to  the  proper  rail- 
road officials,  will  be  all  that  is  necessary  in  the  premises  ;  that  you  will  do  this  at 
as  early  date  as  practicable— this  week,  if  possible— will  be  a  great  relief  to  all 
interested.  Yours  very  respectfully,  « 

J.  A.  Burbaker  &  Co.,  Bluker  &  Cerkin, 

Harper-Fricke  Grain  Co.,  by  J.      Montgomery  Grain  Co, 
Newton,  Vice-President.  Western  Hay  Co., 

Geo.  C.  Kimball,  Union  Hay  Co.,  by  R.  J.  House, 

J.  B.  Spellman,  W.  Warren, 

Simpson  &  Co. ,  Excelsior  Hay  Co. , 

Ernest  &  Boss,  S.  R.  Guyer, 

Chas.  Trapper  &  Co.,  Clark,  Wyrick  &  Co., 

E.  R.  Boynton,  P.  H.  Crane  &Co., 

W.  H.  Lock  wood,  R.  H.  Lyon, 

Minter  &  Bros.,  Marshall  &  Fitz, 

Sam  Hardin  &  Co.,  Greischar  &  Kepple. 

April  6,  1893 — The  folio  wing  was  written  to  0.  A.  Parker,  Freight 
Traffic  Manager  Mo.  Pac.  R'y  : 

I  am  instructed  to  enclose  you,  and  you  will  find  herewith,  copy  of  complaint 
of  the  hay  dealers  of  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  which  your  attention  is  called,  with  re- 
quest that  you  make  such  answer,  within  ten  days  after  receipt  hereof,  as  you  may 
find  proper. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 
April  9 — The  following  was  received : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  April  8, 1893. 
Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Mr.  James  Harding, 
Sec'y,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  am  in  receipt  of  yours  of  the  6th  inst.,  enclosing  certified  copy  of 
a  complaint  of  certain  hay  dealers  of  Kansas  City  against  the  Missouri  Pacific  R'y 
Co.,  in  the  matter  of  storage  of  hay  in  the  warehouses  of  the  Kansas  City  Hay 
Exchange.    Beg  to  make  answer  as  follows  : 

For  a  long  time  it  has  been  the  practice  of  the  receivers  of  hay  in  Kansas 
City  to  defer  unloading  and  removal  from  the  premises  of  the  company,  thus  in- 
flicting upon  the  company  a  very  heavy  burden  by  detention  of  equipment,  extra 
handling  necessary  in  switching  cars,  etc.  Upon  the  establishment  of  warehouses 
by  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange,  and  the  presentation  to  the  company  by  the 
managers  thereof  of  a  document  signed  by  a  large  number  of  hay  receivers,  ex- 
pressing a  willingness  to  make  use  of  the  warehouses  mentioned,  instructions  were 
given  that  all  shipments  of  hay  received  at  Kansas  City  over  the  rails  of  the  Mis- 
souri Pacific  Company  should  be  switched  off  as  soon  as  practicable  to  the  Kansas 
City  Hay  Exchange,  and  there  placed  in  storage  and  held  without  charge  to  the 
consignee  for  a  period  of  24  hours,  due  notice  of  arrival  being  given  to  the  con- 
signee by  the  Hay  Exchange,  thus  affording  sufficient  time  for  inspection,  weigh- 
ing and  removal,  if  desired,  before  storage  charges  begin  to  accrue.  At  the  end  of 
24  hours,  if  not  removed,  a  reasonable  storage  charge,  agreed  to  by  the  signers  of 
the  petition  mentioned,  in  advance,  is  assessed.  Inasmuch  as  24  hours  would  be 
a  reasonable  time  for  unloading  if  the  property  were  retained  in  the  cars  of  the 
company  on  the  side-track,  and  considering  that  we  would  have  a  legal  right  to 
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assess  storage,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  warehouses  of  the  Kansas  City  Hay- 
Exchange  are  reasonably  accessible  to  shippers,  it  is  not  apparent  to  the  Missouri 
Pacific  in  what  manner  the  receivers  of  hay  are  subjected  to  hardship  by  the  use  of 
the  Hay  Exchange  warehouses. 

We  have  no  regular  rule  providing  a  specified  length  of  time  that  freight  will 
be  retained  in  our  cars  or  warehouses  after  arrival  at  destination,  but  the  assump- 
tion is  that  the  removal  will  be  immediate,  and  that  as  soon  as  property  arrives  at 
destination,  the  consignee  will  be  on  hand  to  take  it  away.  We  do  not  always 
insist  upon  this  rule,  but  try  to  exercise  judgment  and  consideration  ;  but  we  do 
feel  justified  in  protecting  ourselves  against  the  abuses  which  have  for  a  long  time 
surrounded  the  handling  of  hay  in, Kansas  City  ;  and  the  requirement  of  your  peti- 
tioners that  we  should  hold  the  hay  in  our  cars  for  a  period  of  24  hours  awaiting 
disposition  and  48  hours  thereafter  before  delivery  to  warehouses,  appears  to  us 
unreasonable.  The  location  of  the  warehouses  seems  to  us  to  be  convenient  and 
desirable,  and  so  far  as  this  company  has  heretofore  been  advised,  is  accessible  and 
receives  and  dischages  property  without  extraordinary  delay. 

Keference  is  made  by  your  petitioners  to  the  rules  surrounding  delivery  of 
hay  in  St.  Louis.  The  practice  in  St.  Louis  is  identical  with  that  in  Kansas  City 
with  the  exception  that  when  desired  48  hours  time  is  allowed  for  team  track 
delivery  when  requested  by  consignees,  the  railroad  being  protected  by  a  car  ser- 
vice agreement  We  would  be  willing  under  a  like  car  service  agreement  for  Kan- 
sas City  to  adopt  the  same  rules  that  are  in  effect  at  St.  Louis. 

We  shall  f  e  very  glad  to  attend  a  hearing  for  the  discussion  of  the  merits  of 
this  complaint  that  your  Board  should  decide  to  order. 

Yours  respectfully , 

C.  A.  Parker. 

Freight  Traffic  Manager. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  April  7,  1893. 
Mr.  C.  W.  Hequembourg,  Supt.  Car  Service,  St.  Louis,  Mo  : 

Dear  Sir— Attached  hereto  please  find  petition  of  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Dealers 
to  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  concerning  the 
delivery  of  hay  by  our  company  to  the  Hay  Exchange,  answer  to  which  is  re- 
quired in  ten  days. 

Instructions  were  issued  by  the  Freight  Traffic  department  to  send  all  hay 
arriving  at  Kansas  City  to  warehouse,  and  at  the  solicitation  of  the  Car  Service 
Association.  I  shall  feel  thankful,  therefore,  if  you  will  return  all  papers  today, 
with  a  statement  justifying  our  action  from  your  standpoint. 

If  Mr.  Hequembourg  is  out  of  town,  will  his  assistant  kindly  see  that  these 
papers  are  returned  to  me  today,  as  I  desire  to  prepare  answer  before  leaving  the 
city  Sunday  ?  Yours  respectfully, 

C.  A.  Parker, 

Freight  Traffic  Manager. 

April  6 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Greisckar: 

*  *  *  *  Copy  of  complaint  has  been  forwarded  to  the  Freight  Traffic 
Manager  Missouri  Pacific  railway  for  his  answer.  Ten  days  is  the  time  allowed 
lor  such  answer,  after  which  time,  with  or  without  the  receipt  thereof,  the  Com- 
missioners will  take  such  action  in  the  premises  as  they  may  find  to  be  proper,  and 
of  which  you  will  be  promptly  advised. 
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I  am  also  instructed  to  state  that  Commissioner  Cowgill  will  be  in  Kansas. 
City  on  Saturday,  8th  inst. ,  and  will  make  an  informal  inquiry  and  investigation 
regarding  matter  contained  in  your  complaint,  received  and  filed  this  day. 

April  14 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Greischar: 

I  am  instructed  to  enclose  you,  andyouwill  find  herewith,  copy  of  answer 
made  by  C.  A.  Parker,  Freight  Traffic  Manager  Missouri  Pacific^railway,  to  com- 
plaint of  Hay  Dealers'  Association  of  Kansas  City,  filed  in  this  office  April  4th, 
inst.  Your  attention  is  asked  to  said  answer,  and  also  indication  as  to  proposed 
future  action  of  the  Association.  The  Commissioners  desire  to  be  informed  as  to 
your  desire  for  a  formal  inquiry  and  hearing  of  the  matter. 

April  19 — The  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  April  18,  1893. 
Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Mr.  James  Harding,. 
Sec'y,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Yours  of  the  14th  inst.  at  hand  with  copy  of  C.  A.  Parker's,  Freight 
Traffic  Manager  Missouri  Pacific  railway,  reply  to  our  petition. 

Same  was  presented  before  the  board  of  directors  at  a  special  meeting  yester- 
day, and  the  Association  are  willing  to  accept  St.  Louis  rules  and  regulations  as 
far  as  they  understand  them,  and  I  herewith  enclose  a  copy  of  the  rules  and  regu- 
lations which  the  Association  are  willing  to  accept,  which  we  think  is  the  same 
ruling  as  is  in  force  at  St  Louis  at  the  present  time. 

Should  the  Missouri  Pacific  accept  these  rules  and  regulations  the  Association 
will  be  satisfied,  and  will  not  ask  for  any  further  action  in  this  matter. 

Trusting  that  you  will  present  this  before  the  Missouri  Pacific  railway  at 
your  earliest  convenience,  and  report  to  us  as  soon  as  possible  what  action  they 
have  taken  on  same,  I  am, 

Yours  truly, 
G.  J.  Greischar,  Sec'y. 

RULES. 

0  i . 

PER  DIKM  CHARGES. 

A  charge  of  one  dollar  ($1)  per  car  per  day,  or  fraction  thereof,  shall  be  made 
for  delay  of  cars  and  use  of  track  on  all  cars  not  unloaded  within  forty-eight  (48) 
hours  after  arrival,  not  including  Sundays  or  legal  holidays. 

Forty-eight  (48)  hours  will  be  allowed  for  loading  cars  on  team  track  and  forty- 
eight  (48)  for  loading  on  private  tracks,  after  expiration  of  which  time  a  charge 
will  be  made  of  one  ($1)  per  car  per  day,  or  fraction  thereof,  Sundays  and  legal 
holidays  excepted. 

RULES  FOR   RECKONING  TIME  ON  HAY. 

On  cars  arriving  during  the  forenoon  after  7  a.  m.  and  held  for  orders  from 
consignees,  car  service  will  be  charged  after  the  expiration  of  forty-eight  (48)  hours 
from  7  a.  m.  of  that  day. 

On  cars  consigned  to  team  tracks  or  private  tracks,  or  which  may  be  delivered 
on  advance  or  standing  orders  from  consignees,  car  service  will  be  charged  after 
the  expiration  of  the  (48)  forty-eight  hours  from  tbe  time  such  cars  are  placed  on. 
the  tracks  designated. 
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CARS  FOR  DELIVERY  OX  TEAM  TRACKS  AND  TRIVATE  SIDINGS. 

Cars  containing  hay  to  be  deliveied  on  team  tracks  or  private  sidings  shall  be 
delivered  on  tracks  designated  on  the  way-bills  immediately  upon  arrival,  or  as 
soon  thereafter  as  the  ordinary  routine  of  yard  work  will  permit. 

The  time  coneumed  in  placing  such  cars  or  in  switching  cars  for  which  direc- 
tions are  gived  by  consignees  afcer  arrival  shall  not  be  included  when  computing 
detentions. 

For  example:  If  a  car  arrives  at  7  a.  m.,  and  instructions  for  switching  the 
same  to  team  track  or  private  siding  are  received  at  1  p.  m  that  day,  the  owner  of 
the  property  will  be  allowed  one  and  one-half  day  for  unloading  after  the  car  is 
placed  on  the  track  designated. 

The  delivery  of  cars  consigned  to  or  ordered  to  private  tracks  shall  be  consid- 
ered to  have  been  effected,  either  when  such  cars  have  been  placed  on  the  tracks 
designated,  or  if  such  tracks  be  full  when  the  road  offering  the  cars  would  have 
made  delivery  had  such  tracks  permitted. 

CARS  RECONSIGNED  OR  LOADED  BY  CONSIGNEE. 

Consignees  will  not  be  allowed  to  detain  cars  more  than  forty-eight  (48)  hours 
without  charge,  because  they  intend  to  reconsign  the  shipment  or  load  such  cars 
with  other  freight.  Cars  will  not  be  subject  to  order  for  loading  by  the  owners  of 
property  contained  therein  or  of  any  other  shipper  until  the  same  are  empty. 

PRIVATE  CARS  AND  TRACKS. 

When  both  cars  and  tracks  are  owned  by  the  same  party,  no  charge  will  be 
made,  but  when  private  cars  are  detained  on  the  tracks  of  other  firms  or  individ- 
uals, or  on  tracks  belonging  to  or  operated  by  members  of  this  Association ,  or  cars 
belonging  to  the  latter  upon  private  tracks,  a  charge  of  50  cents  per  car  per  diem 
will  be  made  for  use  of  cars  or  tracks. 

REFUSAL  TO    WITCH  CARS. 

In  cases  where  consignees  or  consignors  refuse  to  pay,  or  unnecessarily  defer 
settlement  of  bills  for  car  service  charges,  agents  will  decline  to  switch  cars  for 
such  parties  until  such  bills  are  paid. 

C.  J.  Greischar, 
P.  B.  Harper, 
Mark  Williams, 

Committee. 

Same  day  papers  from  Mr.  Greischar  were  sent  to  Mr.  Parker,  with 
letter  as  follows : 

Enclosed  herewith  you  will  find  letter  from  Mr.  Greischar,  Sec'y,  etc.,  Kansas 
City,  with  rules  as  in  force  in  St.  Louis  regarding  delivery  of  cars,  demurrage, 
etc.,  and  by  which  rules  the  hay  dealers  of  Kansas  City  express  themselves  as 
being  willing  to  be  governed.  Please  give  the  matter  your  attention,  and  inform 
this  Board  as  to  your  conclusions. 

By  order  of  R.  R.  and  W.  Commissioners. 
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May  2 — Following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  May  1,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 
Dear  Sir— 1  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  19th  ult..  submitting  communi- 
cation of  Mr.  C.  J.  Greischar,  secretary  of  the  Kansas  City  Flay  Dealers'  Associa- 
tion, further  concerning  complaint  lodged  against  this  company  by  certain  hay 
dealers  located  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  resulting  from  the  enforcement  of  recent 
regulations  providing  for  the  storage  of  hay  in  the  warehouse  of  the  Kansas  City 
Hay  Exchange. 

Returning  Mr.  Greischar's  communication,  beg  to  state  that  1  am  informed 
that  all  railways  centering  at  Kansas  City,  with  the  exception  of  the  Chicago  & 
Alton  and  Chicago  Great  Western  companies,  have  agreed  to  put  in  force,  effective 
June  15,  the  rules  of  the  Missouri  &  Kansas  Car  Service  Association,  those  rules 
being  exactly  similar  to  the  regulations  in  force  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

This,  as  I  understand  it,  meets  the  views  of  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Dealers' 
Association,  and  satisfactorily  disposes  of  their  complaint. 

Yours  respectfully, 

C.  A.  Parker,  Frt.  Traffic  Mgr. 

Answered  same  day  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  As  the  Commissioners  understand  the  matter,  the  action  taken  by 
the  Missouri  Pacific  and  other  companies  at  Kansas  City,  in  adopting  Car  Service 
Association  rules,  satisfactorily  disposes  of  the  complaint. 

May  2 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Greischar :  * 

This  Board  is  informed  by  letter  received  today  from  C.  A.  Parker,  Freight 
Traffic  Manager,  etc.,  that  all  railways  centering  at  Kansas  City,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  and  the  Chicago  Great  Western,  have  agreed  to  put 
in  force,  effective  June  15,  1893,  the  rules  of  the  Missouri  &  Kansas  Car  Service 
Association,  being  exactly  similar  to  the  regulations  in  force  at  St.  Louis  This,  as 
the  Board  understands  the  matter,  meets  the  views  of  the  K.  C.  Hay  Dealers'  Asso- 
ciation, and  will  satisfactorily  cispose  of  the  matter  at  issue. 

May  9 — The  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  8,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Secretary,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — Yours  of  the  2d  inst.  is  at  hand,  informing  us  that  your  Board 
was  notified  that  car  service  and  trackage  would  be  put  in  effect  June  15,  1893. 

1  have  been  instructed  by  the  Board  to  state  that  same  was  satisfactory,  with 
the  exception  that  the  bay  dealers  will  be  put  to  a  great  deal  of  loss  between  now 
and  the  15th  of  June,  and  kindly  request  of  you,  if  anything  could  be  done,  to  make 
it  effective  at  an  earlier  date.  Yours  truly, 

C.  J.  Greischar,  Secietary. 

June  20,  1893 — The  Commissioners  having  been  informed  that 
rules  regarding  delivery  and  demurrage  at  Kansas  City  were  not  put 
in  effect  by  the  Missouri  Pacific  Railway  Co.,  the  following  telegram 
was  sent  Mr.  C.  A.  Parker,  Freight  Traffic  Manager : 

Commissioners  are  informed  that  Car  Service  Association  rules  regarding 
delivery  and  demurrage  on  hay  at  Kansas  City  have  not  been  put  in  force  by  the 
Missouri  Pacific,  as  agreed  in  your  letter  to  Commissioners  May  1st  last.  Commis- 
sioners desire  to  know  why  this  is. 
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June  21 — The  following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo..  June  20,  1893. 
Hon.  James  Harding.  Sec'y  Board  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. 
Replying  to  your  dispatch  of  even  date. 

I  submitted  the  matter  to  Mr.  C.  W.  Hequembourg,  our  Superintendent  of 
Car  Service,  who  writes  me  as  follows  : 

Replying  to  yonr  favor  of  thi6  date  in  reference  to  enforcement  of  Missouri  &  Kansas  Car 
Service  Association  rules  at  Kansas  City,  have  to  advise  that  this  matter  has  been  delayed  beyond 
June  15th  (the  date  tixed  upon  which  it  was  expected  the  rules  would  probably  bs  enfoiced),  from 
failure  of  one  or  two  of  the  lines  at  Kansas  City  to  fully  agree  to  the  enforcement  of  the  rules,  and 
the  full  enforcement  of  car  service  rules  at  Kansas  City  will  probably  be  delayed  on  that  account. 

This  company,  as  soon  as  it  was  advised  that  lines  had  agreed  to  mutually  enforce  car  service 
rules  at  Kansas  City,  in  compliance  with  their  agreement  with  the  Commissioners,  Instructed  agent 
at  Kansas  City  to  enforce  car  service  rule3  regarding  the  delivery  and  demurrage  on  hay  at  Karsas 
City  at  once,  in  same  manner  in  which  iht-y  are  being  entered  at  St.  Louis,  viz  ,  48  hours'  free  time 
on  team  delivery  tracks  after  notiiication  to  corsignee,  when,  after  that  time,  all  cars  not  unloaded 
were  to  be  ordered  to  Kansas  City  hay  warehouse,  and  were  to  be  subject  to  the  usual  storage  and 
consequent  switching  charge. 

This  the  writer  believes  to  be  in  accordance  with  the  desire  of  the  Commissioners,  as  well  as 
hay  dealers  at  Kansas  City. 

Whereby  it  will  be  observed  that  so  fir  as  the  Missouri  Pacific  company  is 
concerned  car  service  rules  have  been  adopted  ar  Kansas  City,  the  same  as  in  St. 
Louis,  so  far  as  delivery  and  demurrage  on  hay  is  concerned. 
Does  this  not  leave  the  matter  in  satisfactory  shape  ? 

.  Yours  respectfully, 

C.  A.  Parker, 
Freight  Traffic  Manager. 

June  20 — The  following  telegrams  were  sent  : 
To  Mr.  Parker,  Freight  Traffic  Manager  : 

Commissioners  order  that  Car  Service  Association  rules  applying  to  delivery 
and  demurrage  on  hay  must  be  put  in  force  by  Mo.  Pacific  R'y,  at  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
immediately. 

And  to  Mr.  Greischar: 

Mo.  Pacific  officials  have  been  ordered  by  the  Commitsioners  to  put  in  effect 
immediately  Car  Service  Association  rules  as  applying  to  delivery  and  demurrage 
on  hay  at  Kansas  City. 

June  22,  the  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  June  21,  1893. 
Fon.  Board  of  R.R-.  and  Warehouse  Com.,  James  Harding,  Sec  ,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. 

Dear  Sir— Referring  to  attached  papers,  will  state  that  the  hay  dealers  have 
been  reconciled  by  C.  A.  Parker's  promise  as  per  your  letter  of  May  2,  and  have 
stood  many  losses  awaiting  the  ruling,  which  was  to  take  place  June  15;  but  the 
Mo.  P.  R'y  has  failed  to  execute  any  such  order,  and  are  still  forcing  all  hay 
through  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange,  which  we  think  unjust  and  discrimina- 
tion. At  an  indignation  meeting  of  the  Hay  Dealeas'  Association  June  20,  I  was 
instructed  to  write  you  regarding  our  petition  of  ruling  sent  ycu  April  18,  asking 
you  to  again  take  this  matter  up  and  give  us  immediate  relief.  The  Mo.  P.  seems 
to  be  discriminating  in  favor  of  the  Hay  Exchange,  and  we  earnestly  request  imme- 
diate relief.  We  request  team  track  delivery,  permission  to  set  cars  for  unloadirg 
to  private  warehouses,  and  permission  to  have  cars  set  to  connecting  lines  for 
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shipment,  where  so  ordered.  If  we  do  not  receive  immediate  relief  through  your 
assistance  we  will  be  forced  to  issue  injunctions,  which  are  always  annoying  and 
expensive,  and  we  wish  to  avoid  that,  if  possible.  Trusting  that  you  will  not 
delay  in  this  matter,  I  am  Yours  truly, 

C.  J.  Greischar,  Sec'y. 

June  26 — The  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  June  24,  1893. 
Hon.  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jas.  Harding,  Secretary, 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Your  telegram  of  the  21st  duly  received,  advising  us  that  you  had 
ordered  the  Mo.  Pacific  officials  to  put  in  effect  immediately  Car  Service  Associa- 
tion rules.  This  ruling  will  be  satisfactory  to  us,  but  the  Mo.  P.  R'y  do  not  pro- 
pose to  put  those  rules  in  effect,  as  you  will  note  by  enclosed  circular  of  June  23. 
You  will  see  that  it  is  nothing  in  comparison  with  our  request,  and  that  it  virtually 
makes  no  change  at  all,  only  for  the  worse.  They  state  in  their  circular  that  they 
will  give  team  track  service  of  48  hours,  commencing  from  the  time  of  issuing 
notice  of  arrival  of  carat  their  station.  In  this  instance  two-thirds  of  the  time 
of  48  hours  would  have  expired  before  the  cars  arrived  at  team  track.  Thus  you 
will  readily  see  that  it  is  of  no  value  to  the  hay  dealers  at  all,  rather  a  detriment. 
You  will  readily  see  that  it  is  a  discrimination  in  the  favor  of  the  Kansas  City  Hay 
Exchange,  and  we  trust  that  you  will  be  able  to  enforce  the  rules  given  in  our 
petition. 

Please  advise  me  immediately  what  you  will  do  with  this  matter,  and  oblige, 

Yours  respectfully, 

C.  J.  Greischar,  Sec'y. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  June  23,  1893. 

To  hay  dealers  and  all  concerned  : 

Commencing  June  26,  1893,  the  delivery  of  hay  received  at  this  station  over 
the  Missouri  Pacific  Railway  will  be  made  as  follows  : 

We  will  set  to  our  team  tracks  all  hay  so  ordered  either  by  standing  or  special 
orders,  subject  to  a  limit  of  48  hours  for  unloading,  commencing  from  the  time 
of  issuance  of  notice  of  arrival  at  this  station,  but  will  not  place  any  hay  on  team 
tracks  except  on  orders.  Unless  the  unloading  of  cars  so  placed  is  completed 
within  the  limit  above  mentioned,  they  will  be  set  to  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Ex- 
change for  storage  at  owner's  risk  and  expense,  with  all  switching  charges  added. 

Where  we  have  standing  orders  from  consignees  to  deliver  all  their  hay  to  the 
Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange  on  arrival,  we  will  pay  the  switching  into  the  exchange 
where  the  net  revenue  accruing  to  this  company  after  such  payments  amounts  to 
$8,  and  will  adjust  our  freight  charges  on  a  basis  of  exchange  weights,  collecting 
all  our  charges  from  the  Hay  Exchange,  who  in  turn  will  collect  from  consignees. 

Cars  will  be  set  to  private  warehouses  located  on  our  tracks,  subject  to  the 
same  rules  as  apply  to  cars  placed  on  team  tracks  for  delivery. 

The  Missouri  Pacific  railway  will  not  pay  switching  on  cars  which  are 
ordered  to  the  exchange  from  team  tracks,  or  which  may  have  been  held  in  our 
yard  awaiting  disposition. 

No  cars  will  be  set  to  private  warehouses  located  on  other  lines,  nor  to  con- 
necting lines,  for  shipment. 

This  cancels  my  circular  of  March  11,  1803,  and  amendment  thereto,  dated 
April  8,  1893. 

R  P.  Isitt,  Agent. 
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July  5,  1893— The  following  action  was  taken  by  the  Board  : 

City  of  Jefferson,  July  5,  1893. 

7b  whom  it  may  concern  : 

The  following  ruliDg  was  this  day  made  by  the  Commissioners  : 

Forty-eight  (43)  hours  must  be  allowed  after  the  time  of  placing  cars  (commodities  other 
than  grain  in  bulk)  upon  team  tracks  or  private  tracks  at  any  railroad  station  in  the  State  for  the 
toftdlag  or  unloading  of  sach  cars,  and  until  the  expiration  of  the  said  specified  time  no  charge  for 
-demurrage  must  be  made. 

The  above  ruling  is  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  the  Car  Service  Associa- 
tions at  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  as  understood  and  approved  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  a  prompt  compliance  with  same  on  the  part  of  all  railroad  companies 
in  this  State  is  expected. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

James  Harding,  Secretary. 

Copies  of  above  were  mailed  to  officials  of  the  railroads  interested 
therein. 

July  19,  1893 — The  following  letter  was  written  Mr.  Greischar : 

I  am  instructed  to  inform  you  that  the  Commissioners  desire  your  attendance 
with  such  other  representatives  of  the  Hay  Dealers'  Association  as  may  see  proper 
to  attend,  at  their  office  in  Jefferson  City,  on  Wednesday,  26th  inst.,  for  purpose 
of  hearing  your  statements  regarding  complaints  of  unreasonable  detention  and 
demurrage  on  shipments  of  hay  at  Kansas  City.  Officials  of  the  Missouri  Pacific 
and  Santa  Fe  comp  nies  will  be  present  on  that  day,  and  it  is  believed  a  satisfac- 
tory adjustment  can  be  made  of  the  complaints  referred  to. 

Similar  letters  were  written  same  day  to  Mr.  F.  C.  Gay,  A.,  T.  & 
S.  F.  R.  R.,  and  W.  C.  Stith,  Missouri  Pacific  R'y. 

On  the  27th  of  July,  postponement  having  been  made  from  26th, 
an  informal  hearing  of  the  matters  complained  of  by  the  Kansas  City 
Hay  Dealers'  Association  was  had  by  the  Commissioners,  the  proceed- 
ings being  as  follows : 

HEARING  BEFORE  R,  R.  AND  W.  COMMISSION,  JULY  27,  1893, 

IN  REGARD  TO  COMPL1INT  OF  K.  C.  HAY  DEALERS. 


Hearing  had  before  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission,  in  office  at  Jefferson  City,  July 
.  1893,  in  regard  (  1)  to  complaint  of  Hay  Dealers  of  Kansas  City  against  the  Mis- 
ywri  Pacific  Railway  Company,  and'(2)  in  regard  to  a  general  reduction  of  freight 
rates  on  all  roads. 

Mr.  Greischar :  Mr.  Chairman,  regarding  this  complaint.  I  have 
the  formal  complaint  here,  which  I  wish  to  read  before  beginning  the 
discussion  : 

July  U,  1893. 

To  Honorable  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— The  Hay  Dealers  of  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  petition  your  honorable 

Board  for  the  following  rights  : 

lit— That  all  cars  of  hay  be  set  to  team  track  on  arrival,  and  that  receivers  be 

allowed  the  privilege  of  one  switch,  when  so  requested,  free  of  charge. 


248 


2d— That  the  Mo.  Pac.  R'y,  or  other  roads,  shall  set  cars  of  hay  to  connecting- 
lines  for  shipment,  or  to  be  unloaded  at  warehouses  on  other  tracks,  when  so- 
requested  by  consignee.  Yours  respectfully, 

C.  J.  Greischar,  Secretary. 

That  is  allowed  in  accordance  with  the  car  service  rules,  but  as 
they  have  not  got  the  Car  Service  Association  there,  they  are  not  en- 
forcing that  rule.  While  they  are  giving  48  hours  on  team  track,  they 
will  not  allow  any  of  their  cars  to  be  sent  to  connecting  lines  for  ship- 
ment or  to  any  other  roads  to  be  unloaded.  Farthermore,  they  are 
charging  $2  for  pulling  car  off  of  team  track  or  making  a  delivery. 
They  have  always  heretofore  used  team  tracks  for  house  tracks. 
This  is  all  in  Missouri.  We  want  the  privilege  of  either  setting  it  to 
the  warehouse  on  their  track  or  to  connecting  lines — in  other  words, 
to  pull  them  off  the  team  track  and  delivered  to  connecting  lines  free 
of  charge. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  Heretofore  you  did  switch  your  cars  to  the  ware- 
house on  your  track  ? 

Mr.  Phelps:  Yes,  and  do  it  yet.  There  are  no  car  service  rules 
in  Kansas  City,  because  there  is  no  car  service  association  there.  The 
Commissioners  made  an  order  putting  in  force  the  car  service  rules  of 
St.  Louis  at  Kansas  City,  and  to  all  stations  in  this  State,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  demurrage.  I  understand  there  is  no  complaint  here  that  there 
is  any  violation  of  that. 

Mr.  Greischar:  They  are  giving  48  hours  on  team  track,  and  they 
are  not  charging  any  demurrage,  but  we  would  rather  pay  a  little 
demurrage  than  pay  those  heavy  charges  should  they  fail  to^unload 
the  car  in  48  hours. 

Mr.  Phelps:  Here  is  a  circular  that  was  issued  to  hay  dealers 
immediately  after  the  issuance  of  the  order  of  the  Commissioners: 

Commencing  June  26,  1893,  the  delivery  of  hay  received  at  this  station  over 
the  Missouri  Pacific  railway  will  be  made  as  follows  : 

We  will  set  to  our  team  tracks  all  hay  so  ordered,  either  by  standing  or 
special  orders,  subject  to  a  limit  of  48  hours  for  unloading,  commencing  from  the 
time  of  issuance  of  notice  of  arrival  at  this  station,  but  will  not  place  any  hay  on 
team  tracks  except  on  orders.  Unless  the  unloading  of  cars  so  placed  is  com- 
pleted within  the  limit  above  mentioned,  they  will  be  sent  to  the  Kansas  City  Hay 
Exchange  for  storage  at  owner's  risk  and  expense,  with  all  switching  charges 
added. 

Where  we  have  standing  orders  from  consignees  to  deliver  all  their  hay  to  the 
Kansas  City  Exchange  on  arrival,  we  will  pay  the  switching  into  the  Exchange, 
where  the  net  revenue  accruing  to  this  company,  after  such  payment,  amounts  to 
$8,  and  will  adjust  our  freight  charges  on  a  basis  of  Exchange  weights,  collecting 
all  our  charges  from  the  Hay  Exchange,  who  in  turn  will  collect  from  consignees. 

Cars  will  be  sent  to  private  warehouses  located  on  our  tracks,  subject  to  the 
eame  rules  as  apply  to  cars  placed  on  team  tracks  for  delivery. 
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The  Missouri  Pacirie  railway  will  not  pay  switching  on  cars  which  are  ordered 
to  the  ExchaDge  from  team  tracks,  or  which  may  have  been  held  in  our  yards 
awaiting  disposition. 

No  cars  will  be  set  to  private  warehouses  located  on  other  lines,  nor  to  con- 
necting lines  for  shipment. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  Do  you  switch  with  your  own  engines,  or  is  it 
done  by  the  Belt  ! 

Mr.  Phelps  :  On  our  lines  with  our  engines.  The  objection  made, 
I  understand,  is  this  :  They  want  our  company  to  deliver  this  hay  in 
our  cars  to  connecting-  lines  to  be  sent  by  them  to  Birmingham,  Ala., 
or  some  other  far-off  point.  The  company  is  not  willing  to  do  this. 
The  Belt  Line  company  has  issued  a  circular  saying  that  they  will  not 
be  held  responsible  for  cars,  refusing  to  return  cars  or  to  be  in  any 
way  responsible  for  them.  Our  company  is  willing  to  go  into  car  ser- 
vice association  there  so  that  they  can  get  their  cars  back,  but  they 
are  not  willing  to  set  their  cars  to  connecting  lines  and  have  them  car- 
ried off  wherever  they  please,  and  perhaps  never  get  them  back.  It 
seems  impossible,  however,  to  organize  a  car  service  association  at 
Kansas  City,  so  that  we  can  be  protected  and  have  our  cars  returned 
to  us  after  they  are  unloaded.  Mr.  Hequembourg,  who  has  charge  of 
this  matter,  will  explain  to  the  Commission  why  we  cannot  turn  our 
cars  over  to  other  companies. 

We  do  not  understand  that  we  can  be  compelled  to  take  a  car-load 
of  freight  and  turn  the  car  over  to  some  other  company  to  be  taken 
somewhere  else.  If  a  car-load  of  freight  is  shipped  to  Kansas  City 
we  will  take  it  there,  but  on  our  own  track.  If  the  party  wants  it  car- 
ried some  place  else,  of  course  they  will  have  to  pay  the  other  company 
for  hauling  it.    We  cannot  do  that. 

Mr.  Greischar:  I  do  not  think  the  gentleman  fully  understands 
our  case.  Tn  the  first  place  our  case  is  this:  we  want  the  privilege  of 
setting  cars  to  connecting  lines  for  shipment,  or  to  be  unloaded  on 
their  tracks.  The  Missouri  Pacific  has  blankly  refused  to  deliver  any 
cars  to  warehouses  or  to  any  other  tracks  except  their  own  or  to  the 
Hay  Exchange,  which  is  on  the  Santa  Fe  track.  They  have  blankly  re- 
fused to  set  any  cars  on  the  Scott  and  other  roads  to  be  unloaded.  As 
far  as  setting  cars  to  connecting  lines  and  their  being  carried  off  into 
other  states,  I  know  nothing  about  that.  We  claim  to  have  the  right 
to  have  the  cars  set  to  connecting  lines  for  the  purpose  of  unloading. 

Mr.  Hequembourg:  I  supposed  that  this  formal  complaint  dated 
April  3,  1893,  was  the  only  one  before  the  Commissioners.  Only  last 
week  I  telegraphed  the  Secretary  to  send  me  a  copy  of  all  complaints 
against  our  company  that  were  on  file  here,  and  this  is  what  he  sent 
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me.  I  knew  at  the  time  that  if  that  was  all  that  that  matter  had  been 
fully  acted  on,  and  in  compliance  with  the  instructions  of  the  Board 
the  Missouri  Pacific  issued  this  circular  under  date  of  June  23,  to  take 
effect  June  26,  as  the  Board  asked  to  have  the  matter  adjusted  at  the 
earliest  possible  time — by  the  26th,  if  possible. 

Mr.  Hennessey:    This  question  came  up  since  that  complaint. 

Mr.  Greischar :  In  regard  to  that,  I  would  say  that  this  was  a  part 
of  the  St.  Louis  rulings  under  the  head  of  the  Oar  Service  Association. 
They  allow  that.    This  has  grown  out  of  that. 

Mr.  Hequembourg :  We  put  in  effect  precisely  similar  rules  as 
those  in  effect  in  St.  Louis,  with  the  exception  that  we  cannot  control 
the  handling  of  our  cars  off  of  our  track,  because  there  is  no  Gar  Ser- 
vice Association  at  Kansas  City.  Therefore  we  refused  to  let  our  cars 
go  to  connecting  lines.  In  case  the  party  to  whom  a  car  of  hay  is 
consigned  sells  that  car  load  of  hay,  the  party  to  whom  he  sells  it 
wants  it  taken  to  some  other  part  of  the  city,  or  even  to  some  other 
state,  we  let  the  car  go  to  some  connecting  line  for  the  purpose  of 
being  unloaded.  When  it  gets  there,  the  man  who  now  owns  that  hay 
has  a  chance  to  sell  it  for  good  profit  if  he  has  a  car  to  ship  it  in.  It 
is  in  one  of  our  cars,  all  ready  to  be  shipped.  The  consequence  is  he 
simply  sends  our  car  wherever  he  pleases.  We  cannot  be  sure  even 
if  he  says  he  simply  wants  to  take  it  to  some  warehouse  to  unload  it 
that  he  will  do  so,  and  as  soon  as  that  car  is  placed  to  some  connect- 
ing line  it  is  out  of  our  power.  It  was  to  provide  against  this  very 
contingency  that  these  rules  were  established.  We  refused  to  let  our 
cars  go  to  connecting  lines  at  Kansas  City.  Every  line  there  has 
refused  to  return  the  cars  in  48  hours.  The  Kansas  City  Belt  line  has 
issued  a  circular  in  which  they  declined  to  be  responsible  for  any  cars 
or  damages  that  may  be  incurred  while  in  their  possession.  It  would 
be  manifestly  improper  for  us  to  let  our  cars  go  to  a  road  where  the 
switching  road  is  not  responsible. 

Mr.  Greischar:  With  those  exceptions  that  would  leave  out  the 
object  of  the  complaint.  We  ask  for  car  service  rules  in  order  to 
cover  those  points.  When  they  made  those  exceptions  it  threw  out 
the  object  of  our  complaint  entirely. 

Mr.  Phelps:  Our  company  has  always  been  willing,  so  it  is  my 
understanding,  to  enter  into  a  car  service  association  with  the  'roads 
there  and  adopt  rules  similar  to  those  in  force  at  St.  Louis. 

Mr.  Hequembourg:  Not  only  willing,  but  anxious  to  do  so.  But 
the  Chicago  &  Alton  and  the  Chicago  Great  Western  refused  to  enter 
the  association.  At  one  time  it  was  thought  to  establish  a  car  service 
association  with  the  other  roads  and  leave  those  two  roads  out,  but  the 
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4<  Q.*'  system  at  Kansas  City  refused  to  join  unless  all  the  roads  did. 
Every  other  road  at  Kansas  City  has  signed  an  agreement  to  organize 
car  service  at  that  city,  except  the  "Q." — belts  and  trunk  lines. 

Mr.  Greischar:  Inasmuch  as  they  have  not  got  the  car  service  at 
Kansas  City,  and  it  has  been  decided  that  they  cannot  get  it,  I  do  not 
see  how  this  matter  can  be  settled  on  these  terms.  The  only  way  I 
see  that  it  can  be  done  is  for  the  Missouri  Pacific  to  concede  to  what 
the  other  roads  are  doing.  The  other  roads  are  doing  just  what  we 
are  asking,  except  the  Rock  Island,  which  is  charging  $2  per  car  for 
cars  taken  off  of  team  tracks. 

Mr.  Phelps  :    I  understand  that  the  Santa  Fe  will  turn  cars  over? 

Mr.  Greischar  :    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Phelps  :    And  the  Gulf  ? 

Mr.  Greischar  :    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  That  is  the  only  way  I  see  out  of  it — that  the 
Missouri  Pacific  will  agree  to  something  like  that.  We  cannot  compel 
1hem  to  turn  their  cars  over  to  connecting  lines. 

Mr.  Greischar :  Of  course,  as  we  have  not  got  the  car  service 
association  at  Kansas  City  it  is  hard  to  enforce  those  rules,  and  those 
very  rules  would  cover  every  objection  we  have  to  make. 

Mr.  Phelps  :  We  are  perfectly  willing  to  go  into  it  if  all  the  other 
roads  will  do  so. 

Mr.  Greischar :  The  otfyer  roads  are  complying  with  our  requests 
now,  and  I  have  never  heard  any  trouble  so  far.  • 

Mr.  Hequembourg:  Have  either  of  the  other  roads  issued  any 
notice  to  that  effect? 

Mr.  Greischar:  I  have  not  seen  any  such  circular,  but  they  had 
1he  same  ruling  that  you  did  until  the  first  of  last  week,  when  this 
meeting  was  called  ;  then  they  acceded  to  all  we  asked,  and  that  simply 
means  these  rules. 

Mr.  Phelps:    Is  the  circular  of  the  Belt  line  still  in  force? 

Mr.  Greischar:    I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  Belt  line. 

Mr.  Phelps  :    Will  the  Belt  line  withdraw  their  circular  ? 

Mr.  Greischar:    We  don't  have  any  dealings  with  them. 

Mr.  Phelps  :  We  cannot  make  an  exception  for  one  shipper  or 
for  one  class  of  shippers. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  We  had  hoped  that  the  Missouri  Pacific  would 
make  some  satisfactory  arrangement  with  these  people. 

Mr.  Phelps:  The  Missouri  Pacific  will  join  the  Car  Service  Asso- 
ciation, or  will  make  any  rule  that  all  the  roads  will  agree  to. 

Mr.  Greischar  :  There  is  only  the  one  question  of  switch  charges. 
For  instance.  I  order  a  car  of  hay  from  the  Missouri  Pacific,  and  I 
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want  it  taken  over  to  niy  warehouse  on  the  Santa  Fe.  There  is  no 
question  but  what  I  will  pay  the  switching  charge  of  $2. 

Mr.  Phelps:  If  a  car  had  been  standing  on  team  track  under  your 
order  for  43  hours,  and  then  you  concluded  you  wanted  it  over  to  your 
warehouse  on  the  Santa  Fe — there  is  another  48  hours  out — what 
provision  have  we  that  you  will  return  that  car — what  provision  would 
you  make  in  a  matter  of  that  kind  ? 

Mr.  Greischar:    What  provision  have  you  got  now? 

Mr.  Phelps:    I  don't  know. 

Mr.  Greischar:  Suppose  I  take  that  car  to  my  warehouse,  after 
the  48  hours  is  up,  and  it  was  unloaded  as  soon  as  it  got  there — 

Mr.  Hequembourg:  Would  that  be  any  reason  why  you  would 
unload  that  car  after  it  got  to  your  warehouse  ?  Would  they  not  take 
that  car  after  it  staid  there  six  days  and  order  it  to  the  Gulf  road  ? 
Could  they  not  do  that  just  as  well  ?  And  after  it  was  delivered  there, 
after  another  six  days  order  it  to  the  Santa  Fe,  and  so  until  they  might 
have  possession  of  that  car  for  some  12  or  18  days,  and  only  pay  $2 
switching  charges.  We  have  no  knowledge,  can  have  no  knowledge, 
of  what  connecting  lines  will  do  with  our  cars.  We  bring  cars  over 
our  lines  there  from  short  hauls  of  from  40,  50  or  60  miles,  and  the 
cars  are  placed  or  set  to  some  connecting  line  there  which  refuses  to 
transfer  or  unload  it.  The  shipper,  in  the  natural  course  of  events, 
will  re-consign  that  car  to  some  connecting  line,  and  it  will  be  sent  in 
any  direction,  and  we  are  out  of  the  use  oi  that  car. 

Mr.  Phelps:  Is  there  any  remedy  except  to  have  car  service 
rules  there  ? 

Mr.  Greischar:  No,  sir;  I  think  not.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
Missouri  Pacific  if  they  would  agree  to  set  cars  to  connecting  lines 
providing  the  connecting  lines  will  agree  to  unload  or  transfer  that 
car ;  if  they  would  agree  to  set  their  cars  to  connecting  lines,  and  then 
if  those  cars  were  not  promptly  returned,  that  they  would  then  be  at 
liberty  to  take  possession  of  the  car  and  send  it  to  storage  or  anything 
they  pleased  ? 

Mr.  Hequembourg:  If  all  the  roads  in  Kansas  City  will  enter 
into  an  agreement  of  that  kind  the  Missouri  Pacific  will  go  into  it,  but 
not  unless  every  road  in  Kansas  City  signs  an  agreement  of  that  char- 
acter. 

Mr.  Greischar:  I  think  it  would  be  impossible  to  get  every  road 
to  sign  an  agreement  to  that  effect.  But  it  looks  to  me  like  that  would 
protect  the  Missouri  Pacific. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  The  MissouriJPacifrc  won't  agree  to  place  cars  to 
warehouses  unless  on  their  own  tracks. 
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Mr.  Phelps :  Xot  unless  the  other  company  will  agree  to  return 
them.  It  is  simply  a  question  of  losing  possession  of  our  cars.  There 
is  no  way  to  tell  whether  they  are  going  to  return  the  car  or  not.  It 
may  be  supposed  that  they  will  he  unloaded  immediately.  But  some 
buyer  at  a  distance  wants  that  car  of  hay,  and  the  shipper  can  dispose 
of  it  to  his  advantage.  The  result  is  that  that  car  of  hay  is  sold  and 
sent  to  some  buyer  some  200  or  300  miles  off.  and  it  is  very  convenient 
for  them  to  just  send  it  out  in  our  car,  and  then  we  are  deprived  of 
the  use  of  that  car  indefinitely.  If  this  Commission  can  advise  any 
way  by  which  we  will  be  enabled  to  put  in  car  service  rules  in  Kansas 
City,  the  Missouri  Pacific  will  be  glad  to  enter  the  Association.  It 
would  suit  us  the  best  in  the  world. 

Mr.  Greischar:  I  cannot  see  why  they  are  any  surer  of  having 
their  cars  returned  when  they  send  them  to  the  Hay  Exchange  than 
they  would  be  by  setting  them  to  some  other  connecting  line. 

Mr.  He<|uembourg:  The  first  thing  the  Missouri  Pacific  road 
knew  of  any  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange  was  when  this  circular  was 
sent  us.  We  had  been  holding  our  cars  there  for  six  days  at  a  time  as 
under  the  old  rule.    The  agreement  sent  us  was  as  follows  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Sept.  1,  1892. 

Agreement  with  Fred  Morrell  for  the  purpose  of  improving  the  conditions  under 
.  which  the  hay  business  of  this  city  is  conducted. 

It  is  proposed  to  build  a  warehouse  in  a  convenient  location,  of  capacity  to 
handle  all  the  hay  distributed  in  Kansas  City,  for  which  service,  including  unload- 
ing, storing,  assorting  and  weighing  in  and  out  of  warehouse,  reasonable  charge 
to  be  made,  to  be  based  on  the  St.  Louis  schedule,  as  follows  : 

First  six  days,  50  cents  per  ton.  Next  five  days,  20  cents  per  ton.  Next  ten 
days,  10  cents  per  ton.  Next  ten  d.iys,  10  cents  per  ton.  Each  succeeding  month 
or  part  thereof,  50  cents  per  ton. 

In  consideration  of  which  we,  the  undersigned  receivers  of  hay  in  Kansas 
City,  hereby  agree  to  have  all  hay  consigned  to  us  pass  through  this  warehouse , 
subject  to  the  charges  specified  for  such  service. 

I  think  Mr.  Greischar  signed  that  agreement.  That  was  the  first 
notice  the  Missouri  Pacific  had  that  there  would  be  hay  exchange  in 
Kansas  City.  And  it  was  in  compliance  with  the  request  of  the  hay 
dealers  themselves  that  we  ordered  hay  to  the  exchange.  We  have 
kept  that  up  until  this  complaint  was  filed  here,  and  then  we  heard  that 
the  hay  dealers  had  fallen  out  among  themselves.  Then  the  Board 
make  a  ruling  that  we  shall  give  to  the  hay  dealers  at  Kansas  City  the 
ame  rules  in  effect  at  St.  Louis.  That  is  what  we  have  tried  to  do,  and 
e  believe  we  have  done  so  in  this  circular  issued  June  23,  and  to 
take  effect  June  2G.  The  Board  named  in  their  request  to  us  that  the 
uling  be  put  into  effect  immediately,  and  I  issued  this  circular  imme- 
diately,   ^ow,  they  come  here  today  with  a  mass  of  new  matter  which 
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is  very  unreasonable  as  far  as  the  Missouri  Pacific  is  concerned,  unless 
every  road  at  Kansas  City  will  agree  to  it.  They  simply  ask  us  to  do 
what  the  other  roads  in  Kansas  City  will  not  do.  I  am  satisfied  that 
both  of  the  gentlemen  here  from  Kansas  City  today  know  that  the 
statements  I  have  made  are  facts.  The  Belt  line  has  refused  to  be 
responsible  for  anybody's  cars  while  in  their  possession.  If  the  draw- 
heads  are  broken,  they  are  not  responsible  for  that;  if  the  car  burns 
up,  they  are  not  responsible  for  the  car;  under  such  conditions  the 
Missouri  Pacific  don't  think  it  would  be  fair  to  allow  their  cars  switched 
to  connecting  lines,  especially  loaded  with  hay. 

Mr.  Grieschar:  In  reply  to  Mr.  Hequembourg's  statement,  I  will 
say  I  was  one  of  the  signers  of  that  agreement.  The  first  condition 
was  that  the  warehouse  should  be  put  at  a  convenient  place.  It  was 
not  done.  It  was  put  away  out  at  a  side  place  where  it  was  impossible 
to  get  the  dealers  to  go  to.  Secondly,  they  were  to  unload  and  assort 
it.  They  do  not  do  that.  Thirdly,  they  were  to  make  reasonable 
charges,  and  the  charges  were  altogether  too  high.  One  of  the  great- 
est objections  is  as  to  the  location  of  the  building. 

Mr.  Phelps :    Who  is  responsible  for  that  ? 

Mr.  Greischar:    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hequembourg:    Do  you  know  whether  these  rules  are  the 
same  as  those  in  effect  at  St.  Louis  ? 
Mr.  Greischar :    I  think  they  are. 

Mr.  Phelps :  Your  warehouse,  your  private  warehouse,  is  located 
right  next  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Greischar  :  Yes,  but  I  do  not  use  my  warehouse  for  the  same 
purpose.  I  use  mine  for  storage,  while  he  uses  his  for  public  delivery. 
When  we  made  this  complaint  I  think  we  drafted  certain  rulings  that 
were  in  comparison  with  the  St.  Louis  car  service  rulings.  We  got 
word  from  the  Board  that  the  lulings  would  be  put  in  force  on  the 
15th  of  June,  but  they  were  not,  and  we  were  inconvenienced  in  various 
ways. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  We  cannot  establish  a  car  service  association, 
but  they  claim  they  are  living  up  to  the  car  service  rules.  Everything 
has  been  settled  that  you  folks  asked  for  with  the  exception  of  this 
switching. 

Mr.  Greischar  :  That  is  embodied  in  the  car  service  ruliugs,  and 
it  takes  the  car  service  rulings  to  cover  that,  unless  they  make  an 
agreement  otherwise.  We  agreed  to  pay  -demurrage  charges,  and  we 
made  that  agreement  to  get  other  concessions.  We  claim  the  other 
concessions  are  embodied  in  that  and  are  a  part  of  the  complaint. 
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Mr.  Phelps  :  Car  service  rules  are  simply  the  rules  that  a  car 
service  association  adopts.  They  might  be  different  rules  at  different 
places,  and  when  you  say  "car  service  rules"  we  do  not  know  what  you 
mean. 

Mr.  Greischar  :  They  were  speaking  of  the  St.  Louis  car  service 
rules. 

Mr.  Phelps  :  The  same  rules  are  in  force  in  Kansas  City  that  are 
in  force  in  St.  Louis  with  regard  to  the  movement  of  hay. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  I  understand  the  point  the  hay  dealers  are  after 
is  to  get  the  Missouri  Pacific  to  set  their  cars  to  connecting  lines. 
Mr.  Greischar  :  That  and  the  switching  charges. 
Mr.  Phelps  :  Mr.  Hequembourg  says  he  has  orders  from  the 
management  of  the  Missouri  Pacific  that  they  will  enter  into  car  service 
rules  with  any  road  in  Kansas  City,  leaving  out  these  other  two  com- 
panies, the  Chicago  &  Alton  and  the  Great  Western ;  but  they  are  not 
willing  that  an  order  should  come  from  this  Board  saying  they  shall 
turn  their  cars  over  to  connecting  lines.  We  do  not  think  they  would 
or  could  do  that. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  We  do  not  propose  to  make  any  rules  that  do 
not  apply  to  all.  So  far  as  the  Commission  is  concerned,  I  think  they 
are  willing  to  take  the  matter  up  and  see  if  they  can  do  something  that 
will  be  satisfactory  to  all  concerned. 

Mr.  Phelps  :  You  will  find  our  company  ready  and  willing  to  co- 
operate with  the  Board  in  trying  to  get  it  done. 

Mr.  Greischar:  I  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Hequembourg  why  they 
charge  82  for  hauling  their  cars  off  the  team  track  1 

Mr.  Hequembourg:  And  I  will  say  it  is  simply  because  we  have 
to  handle  the  car  the  second  time.  We  place  it  once  on  the  team  track 
and  when  we  move  it  we  charge  you  for  it. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  If  the  car  is  moved  the  second  time,  I  think 
they  are  entitled  to  demurrage. 

Mr.  Greischar:  I  understand  this  is  the  first  move.  They  take 
all  cars  to  the  team  tracks.  As  I  understand  it,  we  are  entitled  to  one 
delivery.  When  cars  are  billed  toKansas  City  they  take  them  to  the 
team  track  directly  without  any  orders,  unless  they  are  ordered  not  to 
do  so.    Their  circular  makes  that  exception. 

Mr.  Phelps:  This  circular  simply  provides  that  "  48  hours  must 
be  allowed  after  the  time  of  placing  cars  for  the  loading  or  unloading,'7 
but  we  go  further  than  that  and  say  we  will  allow  48  hours  after  notifi- 
cation has  been  given.  If  I  ship  a  car-load  of  hay  over  the  Missouri 
Pacific  to  Kansas  City,  I  pay  the  railroad  company  for  hauling  it  there* 
fter  it  gets  to  Kansas  City,  if  some  other  man  buys  it  and  wants  it 
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taken  around  the  city  or  to  some  place  else,  he  must  pay  for  the  haul- 
ing of  it.  We  are  not  going  to  haul  it  arouud  without  pay.  That 
seems  to  be  the  point  at  issue. 

Mr.  Greischar:  We  ask  that  it  be  delivered  to  connecting  lines, 
which  would  be  just  the  same  as  they  are  now  doing — delivering  it  to 
private  warehouses  on  their  own  tracks.  The  switching  charges 
amount  in  all  to  $4,  and  we  think  we  are  entitled  to  one  delivery  with- 
out cost.  That  is  what  we  ask  for  and  that  is  what  we  want  the  Board 
to  decide — whether  we  are  entitled  to  what  we  call  that  one  delivery. 

Mr.  Hickman:    Is  that  the  only  question  between  you  ! 

Mr.  Greischar  :    That  is  the  question. 

Judge  Oowgill :    I  understand  there  is  $4  charged  for  delivery  to 
connecting  lines  ? 
Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hequembourg :  What  we  want  is  to  prevent  our  cars  going 
to  connecting  lines  at  all  loaded  with  hay.  We  can  control  the  cars 
that  go  to  the  Exchange. 

Mr.  Greischar:    It  is  a  private  concern. 

Mr.  Hequembourg:  We  control  the  car.  It  comes  right  back  to 
the  Missouri  Pacific.    That  is  an  agreement  we  have  with  the  Exchange. 

Mr.  Greischar :  I  would  like  to  ask  if  the  agreement  they  have 
with  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange  would  be  any  more  to  be  desired 
than  a  similar  agreement  with  an  equally  responsible  firm  ? 

Mr.  Phelps  :    I  see  no  reason  why  it  should  be. 

Mr.  Greischar :    The  Association  will  do  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  Phelps  :  What  you  want  us  to  do  is  to  set  a  car  to  the  Belt 
line,  and  the  Belt  line  has  served  public  notice  that  it  will  not  be 
responsible  for  cars  in  its  possession.  If  sent  there,  they  are  sent 
wholly  at  the  risk  of  the  owner.  If  they  are  broken  or  injured  in  any 
way,  they  are  not  responsible.  They  have  served  public  notice  to  that 
effect. 

Mr.  Greischar:  I  knew  nothing  about  the  public  notice.  I  know 
the  Scott  road  has  agreed  to  take  the  cars  as  received,  but  the  Mis- 
souri Pacific  has  refused  to  set  the  cars.  The  Scott  road  owns  the 
Belt  line. 

Mr.  Elliott :  At  Mr.  Phelps'  request,  I  desire  to  say  that  our  peo- 
ple are  very  anxious  to  have  car  service,  and  will  gladly  go  into  it  if 
all  the  companies  doing  business  at  Kansas  City  are  willing  to  form  an 
association.  But  they  feel  that  it  would  work  a  hardship  to  go  into  an 
association  if  the  Alton  and  Great  Western  refuse  to  enter.  We  would 
be  very  glad  if  you  could  bring  about  the  adoption  of  the  car  service 
rules.    It  would  be  better  for  the  shipper,  and  would  be  better  for  the 
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railroads,  for  then  we  would  get  our  cars  more  promptly.  Our  road 
handles  very  little  hay  into  Kansas  City.  Occasionally  we  take  some 
out.  As  I  uuderstand  it,  the  Alton  refuses  to  go  into  car  service  rales 
as  well  as  the  Great  Western. 

Mr.  Greiscbar:  Inasmuch  as  it  seems  to  be  impossible  to  estab- 
lish the  car  association  service  at  Kansas  City,  a  discussion  of  this 
matter  on  that  ground  would  be  useless  and  a  waste  of  time.  We 
could  not  accomplish  anything.  The  only  thing  to  appeal  to  the  Board 
now  is  to  know  whether  the  Missouri  Pacific  or  any  other  roads  are 
compelled  to  make  a  free  delivery  of  cars  after  arrival  at  Kansas  City, 
and  whether  they  can  be  compelled  to  get  their  cars  to  connecting  lines 
for  shipment  as  common  carriers  in  Kansas  City. 

Mr.  Phelps:  I  think  the  better  way  to  get  out  of  this  would  be 
for  the  Board,  through  its  Secretary,  to  correspond  with  the  Chicago 
&  Alton  and  Great  Western  roads,  and  see  if  they  cannot  arrange  to 
have  them  enter  the  car  service  association  at  Kansas  City.  There  is 
no  law  that  will  compel  us  to  deliver  our  cars  to  any  other  company. 
The  Board  would  be  powerless  to  do  that  even  should  they  care  to. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  I  think  we  will  try  to  do  that — to  get  these  roads 
to  join  the  association. 

Mr.  Vanlandingham  :  I  am  not  interested  in  this  case  in  any  way. 
I  do  not  represent  the  hay  dealers.  I  am  just  as  much  in  favor  of  the 
car  service  rules  as  the  railroads  themselves,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  Kansas  City  hay  dealers  to  have  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Missouri  to  take  up  this  Car  Association  question,  from  the 
fact  that  it  is  an  inter-state  question.  If  the  railroads  want  this  associa- 
tion they  can  get  together  and  form  it.  I  don't  think  we  want  to  ask  the 
Commissioners  of  Missouri  to  form  car  service  rules  that  we  may  want 
to  change.  The  railroads  themselves  can  apply  these  car  service  rules  if 
they  want  to,  without  any  car  service  association.  I  have  been  trjing 
to  organize  a  car  service  association  at  Kansas  City,  but  I  do  think 
something  might  come  up  if  your  honorable  commission  should  ask  the 
Alton  to  join  an  association  at  the  present  time,  and  they  might  form 
an  association  that  would  be  objectionable.  I  think  this  question 
should  be  settled  without  the  car  service  question  being  taken  up  by 
the  Commission.  I  think  it  would  be  a  good  thing,  but  I  think  the 
0.  &  A.  has  some  good  reasons  why  it  don't  want  to  organize,  and  I 
think  those  reasons  will  be  changed  eventually. 

Mr.  Phelps  :    Do  you  know  the  reasons  they  give  1 

Mr.  Vanlandingham  :    I  know  some  of  them. 
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Mr.  Phelps  :  Are  they  afraid  they  will  make  themselves  unpopu- 
lar in  Kansas  City  ? 

Mr.  Vanlandinghain :  No,  sir;  I  think  that  they  have  reasons.  I 
think  the  railroads  can  apply  the  Car  Association  rules  without  these 
other  roads. 

Mr.  Phelps  :    Can  they  enforce  them? 

Mr.  Yanlandingham  :  They  can  if  they  want  to.  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  the  Association.  My  only  objection  is  to  having  this  Board 
make  an  indirect  order  for  forming  one. 

Mr.  Phelps  :  I  suppose  you  think  it  would  affect  some  other  ship- 
ping interests  at  Kansas  City,  if  the  Railroad  Commissioners  should 
take  it  up,  which  is  of  greater  importance  than  the  hay  interest! 

Mr.  Yanlandingham :  I  think  that.  I  think  the  Kansas  City  Hay 
Association  can  give  just  as  good  a  guarantee  as  the  Kansas  City  Hay 
Exchange — and  a  better  one,  because  they  have  got  more  money 
behind  them. 

Mr.  Hequembourg :  We  don't  object  to  delivering  hay  to  any- 
body in  Kansas  City.  It  is  only  a  question  of  allowing  our  cars  to  go 
to  connecting  lines,  and  the  switching  charges. 

Mr.  Greischar:  T  would  like  to  read  the  rules.  It  will  only  take 
a  little  time  to  read  them  and  it  will  give  an  idea  what  they  agree  to  do. 

RULES. 

PER  DIEM  CHARGES. 

A  charge  of  one  dollar  ($1)  per  car  per  day  or  fraction  thereof  shall  be  made 
for  delay  of  cars  and  use  of  tracks  on  all  cars  not  unloaded  within  forty-eight  (48) 
hours  after  arrival,  not  including  Sundays  or  legal  holidays. 

Forty-eight  (48)  hours  will  be  allowed  for  loading  cars  on  team  track,  and 
forty  eight  ( 48 )  hours  for  loading  on  private  tracks,  after  expiration  of  which  time 
a  charge  of  one  ( SI )  dollar  per  car  per  day,  or  fraction  thereof,  Sundays  and  legal 
holidays  excepted. 

RULES  FOR   RECKONING  TIME, 
i 

ON  HAY. 

On  cars  arriving  during  the  forenoon,  after  7  a.  m.,  and  held  for  orders  from 
-consignees,  car  service  will  be  charged  after  the  expiration  of  forty-eight  (4S) 
hours  from  12  m.  of  that  day.  On  cars  arriving  afcer  12  m.,  to  and  including  7 
a.  m.  of  the  following  day,  car  service  charge  will  commence  forty-eight  (  4S)  hours 
from  7  a.  m.  of  that  day. 

On  cars  consigned  to  team  tracks  or  private  tracks,  or  which  may  be  delivered 
on  advance  or  standing  orders  from  consignees,  car  service  will  be  charged  after 
the  expiration  of  the  (48)  forty-eight  hours  from  the  time  such  cars  are  placed  on 
the  tracks  designated. 
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CARS  FOR  DELIVERY  ON  TEAM  TRACKS  AND  PRIVATE  SIDINGS. 

Cars  containing  hay  to  be  delivered  on  team  tracks  or  private  sidings  shall  be 
delivered  on  tracks  designated  on  the  way-bill  immediately  upon  arrival,  or  as 
soon  thereafter  as  the  ordinary  routine  of  yard  work  will  permit. 

The  time  consumed  in  placing  such  cars,  or  in  switching  cars,  for  which  direc- 
tions are  given  by  consignees  after  arrival,  shall  not  be  included  when  computing 
detentions. 

For  example  :  If  a  car  car  arrives  at  7  a.  m.  and  instructions  for  switching 
the  same  to  team  track  or  private  sidings  are  received  at  1  p.  m.  that  day,  the 
owner  of  the  property  will  be  allowed  one  and  one-half  day  for  unloading  after  car 
is  placed  on  the  track  designated. 

1  he  delivery  of  cars  consigned  to  or  ordered  to  private  tracks  shall  be  consid- 
ered to  have  been  effected,  either  when  such  cars  have  been  placed  on  the  tracks 
designated,  or  if  such  be  full,  when  the  road  offering  the  cars  would  have  made 
delivery  had  such  t:acks  permitted. 

CARS  RECONSIGNED  OR  LOADED  BY  CONSIGNEE. 

Consignees  will  not  be  allowed  to  detain  cars  more  than  forty-eight  (48)  hours 
without  charge,  because  they  intend  to  reconsign  the  shipment  or  load  such  cars 
with  other  freight.  Cars  will  not  be  subject  to  order  for  loading  by  the  owners  of 
property  contained  therein,  or  of  any  other  shipper,  until  the  same  are  empty. 

PRIVATE  CARS  AND  TRACKS. 

When  both  cars  and  tracks  are  owned  by  the  same  party,  no  charge  will  be 
made ;  but  when  private  cars  are  detained  on  the  tracks  of  other  firms  or  individ- 
uals, or  on  tracks  belonging  to  or  operated  by  members  of  this  Association,  or  cars 
belonging  to  the  latter  upon  private  tracks,  a  charge  of  50  cents  per  car  per  diem 
will  be  made  for  u?e  of  cars  or  tracks. 

REFUSAL  TO  SWITCH  CARS. 

In  cases  where  consignees  or  consignors  refuse  to  pay,  or  unnecessarily  defer 
settlement  of  bills  for  car  service  charges,  agents  will  decline  to  switch  cars  for 
such  parties  until  such  bills  are  paid.  C.  J.  Greischar, 

P.  B.  Harper, 
Mark  Williams, 

Committee. 

Mr.  Greischar:  I  will  further  state  in  the  name  of  the  Associa- 
tion that  we  will  give  as  good  a  guarantee  as  the  Exchange  did,  and 
we  see  no  reason  why  we  should  not  be  granted  the  same  privilege. 

Mr.  Hequembourg  :  We  are  perfectly  willing  to  grant  that  as  far 
as  the  Missouri  Pacific  is  concerned  on  our  own  tracks,  but  we  cannot 
control  our  cars  if  they  get  out  of  our  possession.  We  can  control 
them  if  they  go  to  the  Hay  Exchange  and  they  agree  to  unload  them 
immediately.  They  are  unloaded  and  switched  immediately  back  to 
us.  They  come  back  within  24  hours.  If  they  go  to  the  Santa  Fe  we 
do  not  know  when  we  are  ever  going  to  get  the  car  back. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  If  those  hay  dealers  in  Kansas  City  will  give 
you  a  guarantee — 
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Mr.  Hequembourg:  We  have  already  said  that  we  would  agree 
to  anything  that  all  the  roads  in  Kansas  City  will  agree  to.  There  are 
only  three  roads,  the  Santa  Fe,  Gulf,  and  Missouri  Pacific,  that  handle 
much  hay  at  Kansas  City. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  Mr.  Yanlandingham,  I  would  like  to  have  you 
inform  the  Commission  the  reasons  of  objection  of  the  C.  &  A. 

Mr.  Vanlandingham  :  I  do  not  think  that  I  can  do  so.  The  objec- 
tion that  I  have  to  the  Commission  taking  this  up  is  that  I  think  the 
roads  have  a  remedy  in  regard  to  this  agreement  without  the  Commis- 
sion interfering  

Mr.  Hennessey :  We  know  they  have,  if  they  will  get  together* 
It  was  just  by  request  that  we  offered  oar  services. 

Mr.  Yanlandingham  :  It  is  an  interstate  question.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve the  question  of  car  service  has  anything  whatever  to  do  with  t his, 
case  that  is  now  before  you.  When  it  comes  down  to  the  bottom,, 
three  minutes  talk  between  Mr.  Hequembourgand  Mr.  Greischar  before 
they  came  in  here  would  have  settled  it.  I  think  the  Missouri  Pacific 
has  all  the  remedies  they  need.  I  object  at  any  time  to  taking  a  ques- 
tion before  a  commission  that  we  would  be  liable  to  have  to  take  back 
to  them  and  get  it  changed  back  again. 

Mr.  Greischar  :  Inasmuch  as  this  car  service  association  has  been 
a  question  for  about  a  year  now,  and  has  inconvenienced  the  hay  deal- 
ers very  largely  and  lost  them  considerable  money,  and  we  have  rulings 
here  in  compliance  with  all  the  Missouri  Pacific  requests,  I  don't  see 
any  reason  why  they  cannot  be  fulfilled,  and  as  all  the  other  roads  at 
the  present  time  are  granting  those  rulings,  I  would  ask  the  Missouri 
Pacific  to  grant  these  concessions  under  these  provisions,  and  if  we 
do  not  fulfill  them  they  do  not  need  to  comply  with  their  agreement. 

These  switching  charges  they  have  we  think  unjust,  and  we  cannot 
afford  to  wait  for  an  association  to  form.  It  may  be  two  months  or  it 
may  be  two  years  before  they  could  form  a  car  service  association. 
These  switching  charges  are  very  expensive,  and  we  do  not  think  they 
are  just.  These  rulings  are  causing  us  trouble,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
Missouri  Pacific  would  be  at  any  loss,  as  the  other  roads  are  doing  it* 

Mr.  Hennessey :  We  will  take  that  matter  under  consideration. 
What  do  you  mean  by  your  guarantee  ?  Will  you  guarantee  to  return 
the  cars ! 

Mr.  Greischar :  The  guarantee  we  would  give  would  be  just  as 
much  as  they  are  having  now  from  the  Hay  Exchange.  We  guarantee 
to  unload  the  cars,  and  we  guarantee  these  charges. 

.Mr.  Phelps:  If  a  car  has  been  put  on  a  team  track  and  has  set 
there  for  48  hours,  and  then  the  party  to  whom  it  has  been  consigned 
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wants  it  taken  on  some  other  track,  the  company  charges  him  for 
switching  it  if  it  is  on  its  own  line. 

Mr.  Greischar :  The  whole  question  is  about  these  switching 
charges.  We  want  them  adjusted  so  as  to  give  us  one  free  delivery, 
and  we  think  we  are  entitled  to  that. 

A  formal  finding  in  this  matter  was  withheld,  pending  an  adjust- 
ment proposed  between  parties  interested. 

August  2 — Following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Aug.  2,  1S93. 
James  HardiDg,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 
Dear  Sir— I  did  not  get  a  full  compromise  from  Mr.  Hequenbourg  of  the 
Missouri  Pacific  railway  regarding  our  complaint.  He,  however,  made  agree- 
ment with  provisions.  I  think  that  if  the  Missouri  Pacific  railway  will  do 
what  other  roads  are  doing,  as  he  agreed  they  would  do,  there  will  not  be  any 
further  trouble. 

I  am  getting  up  a  petition  from  the  other  roads  as  to  their  ruling,  and  will  send 
you  a  copy  as  soon  as  same  is  complete  ;  so  if  you  see  proper  in  not  issuing  any 
order  to  the  Missouri  Pacific  railway  until  you  hear  from  me  again,  it  will  be  all 
O.  K.  However,  I  would  like  very  much  to  have  you  report  with  regard  to  the 
compulsory  duty  of  the  railroad  with  regard  to  those  complaints  we  have  made. 

I  am,  respectfully  yours, 

C.  J.  Greischar,  Secretary. 

August  9,  1892 — The  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Augusts,  1893. 
Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen  — I  herewith  enclose  you  copy  of  letters  received  from  the  Ft.  Scott 
<fe  Memphis  and  Santa  Fe  railroads,  showing  their  rulings  to  be  exactly  those  rul- 
ings the  association  have  asked  for— these  being  the  two  most  important  roads 
handling  hay  at  this  point. 

We  have  not  received  any  letters  from  the  other  roads,  as  we  failed  to  meet 
the  officials,  and  we  have  already  been  delayed  so  in  this  matter  that  we  wished  to 
get  it  settled  as  soon  as  possible.  The  Union  Pac  R'y  assures  us  that  their  rulings 
were  the  same  as  these  letters,  but  owing  to  the  absence  of  one  of  their  officials 
they  declined  to  give  us  any  letter  to  that  effect. 

We  have  heard  nothing  from  the  Mo.  Pac.  R'y*  and  their  rulings  are  very 
annoying  at  this  point.  I  will,  however,  send  them  a  copy  of  these  rulings,  request- 
ing them  to  immediately  grant  same,  or  we  will  have  to  call  upon  vour  honorable 
Board  to  take  extreme  measure  in  having  this  matter  adjusted  immediately.  Please 
advise  me  by  return  mail  what  your  honorable  Board's  decision  was,  as  a  result  to 
the  hearings  of  July  27.    Trusting  to  hear  from  you  promptly,  we  are, 

Yours  truly, 
C.  J.  Greischar,  Secretary. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  July  31,  1893. 
Mr.  C.  J.  Greischar,  Secretary  Hay  Dealers'  Association,  City: 

Dear  Sir— It  is  our  custom  to  allow  hay  to  pass  to  our  team  track,  and  then 
switch  from  there  to  any  private  track  in  our  yards,  or  any  connecting  line, 
free  of  charge,  same  as  cars  had  not  passed  to  team  track.   We  also  permit  our 
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care  to  go  to  switches  located  on  other  roads  for  unloading,  and  also  allow  them  to> 
pass  to  connecting  line  when  reconsigned  for  resbipment  without  charge. 

Yours  truly, 

E.  F.  Edgcomb, 

General  Agent. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  August  3,  1S93. 
C.  J.  Greischar,  Secretary  Hay  Dealers1  Association,  City: 
Dear  Sir — Regarding  handling  of  cars  loaded  with  hay  : 

We  allow  one  switch  free,  no  matter  whether  it  mny  be  to  team  track,  private 
side-track  or  other  lines.  If  cars  come  in  on  which  we  have  no  previous  or  general 
order,  it  is  set  to  such  hold-track  as  we  may  choose,  and  is  not  considered  as 
receiving  this  first  free  switch.  After  the  first  "  order  switch,"  we  charge  custom- 
ary rates  for  switching  thereafter. 

We  allow  our  cars  loaded  wifrh  hay  to  go  to  any  track  for  unloading  or  reehip- 
ment  out,  as  may  be  desired,  subject  to  change  in  case  of  car  shortage. 

Yours  truly, 

J.  Z.  Roraback,  Agent. 

Letters  enclosed  in  letter  of  Mr.  Greischar  were  sent  to  Mr.  Parker, 
with  letter  as  follows  : 

The  enclosed  leiters  regarding  switching  of  cars  and  charges  for  same  have 
been  received  from  representatives  of  the  K.  C,  F.  S  &  M.,  and  A.,  T.  &  S.  F* 
railways  at  Kansas  City. 

The  Commissioners  instruct  me  to  say  that  they  consider  the  practice  of  the 
two  lines  named  regarding  switching  at  Kansas  City  to  be  reasonable,  and  rt com- 
mend the  adoption  of  the  same  practice  by  the  Missouri  Pacific  company  at  that 
place.  Its  adoption  by  the  Missouri  Pacific  company  will  satisfactorily  adjust  the 
switching  troubles  at  Kansas  City,  as  complained  of  by  the  Hay  Dealers'  Associa- 
tion. 

August  10 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Greischar  : 

*  *  *  The  rulings  of  the  K.  C,  F.  S.  &  M.,  and  A  ,  T.  &  S.  F.  companies 
are  in  accord  with  the  views  of  the  Commissioners.  It  is  expected  same  rulings 
will  be  adopted  and  carried  out  by  the  Missouri  Pacific.  Recommendation  to  that 
effect  has  been  made  by  the  Board  to  the  Missouri  Pacific. 

August  16 — The  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Aug.  15,  1893. 
To  the  Hon.  Board  R.  R.  Com.,  Jeflerson  City,  Mo.; 

Dear  Sirs— As  a  member  of  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Dealers'  Association,  1  know 
you  to  be  well  informed  of  the  discrimination  of  the  Mo  Pac.  R.  R.  Co.  in  the 
matter  of  handling  cars  of  hay  at  Kansas  City,  and  I  would  like  to  bring  to  your 
notice  the  manner  in  which  it  affects  me  personally.  I  have  a  large  warehouse  on 
the  A.  T.  &  S.  F.,  across  the  track  from  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange,  and  on 
the  same  track  as  Drought  &  Co's  warehouse  (stock-yards  hay  contractors,  now  N. 
F.  Frazier  contractor).  The  Mo.  Pac.  lets  their  cars  go  to  either  house  for  un- 
loading and  refuse  to  honor  an  order  I  have  with  them  to  set  all  cars  received  by 
them  and  consigned  to  me  to  the  A.  T.  &  S.  F.  for  my  warehouse,  and  compelling 
me  to  either  have  them  go  the  Hay  Exchange  or  to  haul  the  hay  from  their  team 
tracks  at  a  cost  to  me  of  50  cents  per  ton.  This  matter  has  been  brought  to  your 
attention  officially  by  a  committee  from  the  Hay  Dealers'  Association,  but  the 
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Mo.  Pac.  agent  here  informed  tue  yesterday,  14th,  that  as  yet  they  would  not  honor 
my  order  to  set  their  cars  to  my  warehouse,  subject  to  proper  charge  for  switching* 
As  I  wish  to  till  my  warehouse  at  once,  [  wish  you  would  give  the  matter  your  at- 
tention as  soon  as  convenient  and  oblige,  as  I  consider  it  an  unwarrantable  and,  to> 
me,  a  costly  discrimination.  Yours  respectfully, 

W.  H.  Lock  wood. 

Answered  same  day  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  The  Commissioners  have  recommended  and  expect  the  adoption 
of  by  the  Missouri  Pacific  the  rules  in  force  on  the  A.  T.  &  S.  F.  and  the  K.  C,  F. 
S.  A  It.  railways  regarding  delivery  cf  hay.  Matter  is  now  before  Missouri 
Pacific  officials. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Aug.  19,  1893. 
Hon.  T.  J.  Hennessey,  Chairman  Board  K.  R.  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City.  Mo. 

Dear  Sir— In  accordance  with  our  conversation  of  this  week,  the  writer  made 
an  appointment  with  the  flay  Dealers'  Association  of  Kansas  City,  to  meet  them, 
together  with  the  representatives  of  several  of  the  railroads  centeringat  this  point, 
yesterday,  Aug.  18th,  at  which  there  was  a  good  attendance. 

After  a  full  discussion,  the  hay  dealers  stated  their  grievances1,  which  are  con- 
tained in  letter  from  their  Secretary  under  date  of  August  18th,  copy  of  which  is 
hereto  attached,  together  with  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Association,  giving 
the  names  of  the  members  of  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Dealers'  Association. 

The  request  of  the  hay  dealers  wa3  presented  to  Mr.  H.  G.  Clark,  General 
Superintendent,  this  date,  and  he  has  authorized  the  granting  of  the  requests, 
with  certain  provisos,  which  are  fully  explained  in  copy  of  letter  to  Mr.  C.J. 
Greischar,  Sec'y  of  the  K.  C.  Hay  Dealers'  Ass'n,  of  this  date,  attached. 

Trusting  that  your  Honorable  Board,  with  this  presentation  of  the  case,  will 
consider  the  concessions  granted  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Dealers'  Association  aa 
proper,  fair  and  reasonable,  and  that  the  provisos  are  necessary  for  the  proper 
protection  of  thi3  company's  equipment  and  interest?,  arid  that  they  will  be 
accepted  and  entirely  satisfactory  to  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Dealers'  Association, 
beg  to  remain,  Respectfully  yours, 

C.  W.  Hequkmbourg, 

Supt.  Car  Service. 

P.  S.— Have  retained  copy  of  letter  you  so  kindly  handed  the  writer  from  W. 
H.  Lockwood,  under  date  of  Aug.  15th,  for  file  with  papers  in  this  office.  If  you 
desire  the  same,  will  return  it. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Aug.  19,  189a. 
C.  J.  Greischar,  Sec'y  K.  C.  Hay  Dealers'  Ass'n,  Kansas  City  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Replying  to  your  letter  of  the  ISch  inst.,  being  a  statement  of  what 
the  hay  dealers  of  Kunsas  City  ask  of  this  company,  have  to  say  that  your  request 
was  presented  to  General  Superintendent  Clark  this  day,  and  he  advises  with  ref- 
erence to  clause  1st — namely,  klthat  all  hay  be  placed  on  team  track  on  arrival  and 
allowed  to  remain  48  hours  for  inspection,  unloading  and  other  disposition  " — that 
he  sees  no  objection  to  granting  this  request,  subject  to  proper  and  sufficient  guar- 
antees from  your  Association,  as  well  as  from  connecting  lines,  more  fully  ex- 
plained in  connection  with  clause  2,  which  reads  "that  we  be  allowed  to  deliver 
cars  hay  to  connections  for  shipment,  or  to  private  track*  or  warehouses  for  un- 
loading." 

As  this  company  has  always  experienced  the  greatest  difficulty  in  making  such 
disposition  of  cars  loaded  with  hay,  as  requested  by  your  Association  in  this  2d 
clause,  he  will  not  agree  to  same,  except  a  written  agreement  is  given  by  the  lines 
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to  whom  cars  are  desired  switched,  that  they  will  promptly  transfer  such  cars  as 
require  transfer,  and  return  all  cars  to  this  company  without  delay,  and  under  no 
circumstances  run  them  out  over  their  own  line,  or  deliver  them  to  their  connec- 
tions without  first  obtaining  permission  of  the  agent  of  the  company. 

In  reference  to  clause  3d— namely,  4kthat  we  be  allowed  one  switch  free  from 
team  track,  the  same  as  if  cars  had  been  held  on  other  hold  tracks" — General 
Superintendent  sees  no  objection  to  this  request  and  will  acceed  to  it  in  its  entirety. 

With  reference  to  clause  4th— namely,  "we  ask  that  these  rulings  be  put  in 
force  at  once  "—General  Superintendent  directs  me  to  say  that  he  will  instruct 
Supt.  Dalby  and  Mr.  R.  P.  Isitt,  agent  at  Kansas  City,  accordingly,  with  the  fur- 
ther understanding  that  the  48-hour  rule  now  in  force  by  this  company,  so  far  as 
storing  hay  not  unloaded  within  the  time  specified  is  concerned,  to  remain  in  full 
force. 

Sincerely  trusting  that  the  concessions  now  given  your  company  will  be  en- 
tirely satisfactory,  I  remain,  Yours  truly, 

C.  W.  Hequemuourg, 
Supt.  Car  Service. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Aug.  19,  1893. 
Mr.  C.  Hequembourg,  Attorney  Missouri  Pacific  R'y  : 

Dear  Sir— Below;  find  statement  of  what  we,  the  Hay  Dealers'  Association  of 
Kansas  City,  ask  of  your  company  : 

1.  That  all  hay  be  placed  on  team  tracks  on  arrival  and  allowed  to  remain  48 
hours  for  inspection,  unloading  or  other  disposition. 

2.  That  we  be  allowed  to  set  cars  of  hay  to  connecting  lines  for  ship- 
ment or  to  private  tracks  or  warehouse  for  unloading. 

3.  That  we  be  allowed  one  switch  free  of  charge  from  team  track,  same 
as  if  cars  had  been  held  on  "other"  hold  tracks. 

4.  We  ask  that  these  rulings  be  put  in  effect  at  once. 
(Signed),  Yours  truly, 

C.  J.  Greischar,  Secretary. 

August  20— The  following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  August  19,  1893. 

C.  W.  Hequembourg,  St.  Louis,  Mo.: 

I  herewith  enclose  you  the  names  of  the  members  of  the  Kansas  City  Hay 
Dealers'  Association : 

R.  H.  Lyons, 

Prairie  Hay  Co. , 

E.  T.  Adair, 

E.  W.  Fish, 

Greischar  &  Kepple, 

E.  R.  Boynton, 

Geo.  1.  Kimball, 

J.  S.  Spellman, 

W.  H.  Lock  wood, 

Marshall  &  Fritz, 

Wilbur  Warren, 

C.  H.  Schilling, 
•J.  E.  Johnson, 
•Mark  Williams, 


A.  M.  Ransom, 
J.  A.  Brubaker  &  Co., 
Byron  Tyler, 
R.  J.  House, 

Johnson-Brinkman  Com.  Co., 
Broos  Bros.  &  Co. , 
Henry  Bros. , 

R.  D.  Rice  Feed  &  Coal  Co. , 
Russell  Grain  Co. , 
A.  Worth, 

P.  B.  Harper  Grain  Co., 
J.  L.  Simpson  Cora.  Co., 
Clark  Wyrlck, 
W.  H.  Moore. 

Yours  truly, 
J.  Gbeischar,  Secretary. 
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August  23 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Hequeuibourg : 

*  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commission  consider  the  conces- 
sions granted  by  you  to  D3  reasonable,  and  see  no  reason  why  the  requirements  as 
set  forth  in  your  letter  of  the  19th  inst.,  to  Mr.  Greischar,  should  not  be  approved . 

No  further  complaint  was  made  by  the  hay  dealers  of  Kansas  City 
regarding  delivery  of  and  demurrage  on  hay  received  there. 


June  25 — The  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo  ,  June  24, 1S93 
James  Harding,  Esq.,  Secretary  Railway  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Next  attached  is  an  order  to  A.,  T.  &  8.  F  R'y  Co.  to  set  a  car  of 
hay  to  the  warehouse  of  C.  U.  Schilling  &  Son  on  the  tracks  of  the  K.  C,  St.  ^oe 
&  C.  B.  R'y,  to  whom  we  had  sold  the  car  You  will  notice  the  Santa  Fe  refused 
to  comply.  We  have  ordered  the  car  to  a  warehouse  on  the  A.,  T.  &  3.  F.  tracks, 
for  which  we  are  advised  a  charge  of  $2  will  be  made  for  switching,  notwithstand- 
ing the  car  originated  at  Eldorado,  Kas.,  a  competing  point.  This  is  the  only 
delivery  they  have  made  of  the  car. 

These  grievances  and  improper  charges  have  been  borne  just  about  as  long  as 
they  are  bearable,  and  if  the  hay  receivers  of  Kansas  City  have  any  rights  in  these 
matters,  which  you  have  authority  to  protect,  we  appeal  to  you  again  to  take  such 
action  in  the  matter  as  will  force  the  railways  to  give  us  the  privilege  of  switching 
to  other  roads,  and  as  will  protect  us  against  extortion  in  the  way  of  improper 
charges  for  switching. 

The  Santa  Fe  and  Missouri  Pacific  have  both  adopted  team  track  delivery 
again,  but  in  such  a  restricted  way  that  it  is  scarcely  better  than  before. 

We  are  advised  a  copy  of  these  circulars  have  been  sent  yon. 

They  are  clearly  in  the  interest  of  the  Kansas  City  Hay  Exchange,  an  insti- 
tution that  having  not  a  particle  of  merit  to  recommend  it  to  the  public  patronage 
the  above  named  railways  are  trying  to  force  on  to  the  h^y  receivers  by  arbitrary 
rulings  discriminating  against  the  hay  interests  or  this  city,  greatly  to  our  detri- 
ment.   Awaiting  your  convenience,  we  are 

Yours  respectfully, 

Western  Hay  Co., 

Per  Hardin. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  June  24,  1893. 
J.  Z  Roraback,  esq.,  Agent  A..,  T.  &  S.  F.  R'y,  Kansas  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Please  have  car  hay  18254,  A.,  T.  &  S.  F.,  set  to  C.  H.  Schilling's 
warehouse  on  K.  C.,St.  J.  &  C.  B.  tracks,  and  oblige, 

Yours  truly, 

Western  Hay  Co., 
Per  Sam.  Hardin. 

O.  K. ,  C.  H.  Schilling  &  Son. 
Western  Hay  Co.: 

Referring  to  above  order,  will  advise  that  present  rules  will  not  permit  of  our 
switching  cars  of  hay  to  connecting  lines.  Yours, 

J.  Z.  Roraback. 
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June  25 — Answered  as  follows  by  Commissioner  Hennessey : 

*  *  *  I  wiSh  to  state  that  in  our  opinion  they  are  not  warranted  under 
the  law  in  refusing  to  switch  said  car  or  cars  when  a  reasonable  fee  is  charged  for 
switching,  and  as  common  carriers  this  duty  can  not  be  evaded.  We  will  take  the 
matter  up  with  the  officials  of  that  road  immediately,  and  let  you  know  later  what 
can  be  done  in  this  as  well  as  demurrage  charges,  etc. 

St.  Joskph,  April  6,  1894. 
The  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City  : 

Gentlemen — We  hand  you  herewith  receipts  for  switching  the  following  cars 
from  the  Rock  Island  to  the  Hannibal  R.  R.,in  St.  Joseph  : 


I 


1793 

C.  K. 

7531 

C. 

3423 

C. 

7052 

C 

7053 

k  k 

4391 

52S1 

2159 

2802 

k  k 

4523 

2982 

k  k 

4051 

k  k 

5929 

t  k 

51259 

k « 

3835 

k  k 

264 

k  i 

6766 

i » 

4863 

( k 

1430 

1295 

2518 

C.  K. 

3217 

4312 

41 

C. 

21029 

3835 

k  4 

2927 

C.K. 

116 

( k 

5577 

5443 

k  k 

2466 

t  k 

5S06 

k  k 

4S60 

t  k 

2441 

C.  K. 

7297 

Having  used  every  reasonable  effort  to  get  this  money  refunded  from  the 
Rock  Island  railroad,  we  have  taken  the  matter  up  with  you. 

We  cannot  understand  why  this  switching  should  have  been  charged,  a*,  we 
believe,  the  locai  rate  to  St.  Joseph  covers  delivery  to  any  connecting  line.  The 
identical  case  came  up  before  the  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Kansas, 
wThere  the  Burlington  road  had  charged  an  arbitrary  switching  of  $3  to  the 
Lathrop  e'evator  at  Atchison,  and  the  Railroad  Commissioners  held  that  the  local 
rate  to  Atchison  covered  the  delivery  to  any  connecting  line,  and  that  the  Burling- 
ton had  no  right  to  charge  anything  extra  for  the  service.  We  have  referred  this 
matter  to  you,  preferring  first  to  use  all  reasonable  mean3  to  get  back  our  money 
without  taking  it  into  the  courts.  This  is  a  gross  injustice,  and  we  feel  that  as  a 
matter  of  principle  we  ought  not  to  put  up  with  it. 

Very  respectfully  yours, 

WYKDHAM  &  GrATCH  GRAIN  Co. 

On  all  this  stuff  we  paid  the  local  rate  to  St.  Joseph,  with  exception  of  two  or 
three  cari  that  were  billed  through. 

Matter  was  referred  April  19, 1894,  to  Wm.  M.  Sage,  Freight  Traffic 
Manager  O.,  R.  I.  &  P.  Ry.: 

The  Wyndham-Gatch  Grain  Co.  of  St.  Joseph  has  made  complaint  to  this 
Board  of  switching  charges  amounting  to  $70,  required  to  be  paid  by  them  to  the 
Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  R.  R.  Co.  on  cars  of  grain  hauled  to  St.  Joseph  over  the 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  R'y,  and  on  which  they  paid  full  local  rates.  The 
charges  were  paid  on  35  cars  of  grain,  the  receipts  accompanying  the  complaint. 
The  complainants  state  that  the  receipts  are  for  switching  cars  from  the  Rock 
Island  R'y  to  the  Hannibal  <te  St.  Joseph  E.  R  in  St.  Joseph,  and  that  they  have 
used  every  reasonable  effort  to  have  the  amounts  so  paid  refunded  by  the  C,  R.  L. 
&  P.  Co. 
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A  similar  case,  as  the  Commissioners  understand  the  matter,  came  before  the 
Board  in  August,  1593,  and  they  then  effected  an  adjustment,  and  approved  rules 
regarding  delivery  of  cars  substantially  as  follows  : 

One  switching  to  be  allowed  free,  whether  delivery  be  to  team  track,  side- 
track or  to  another  line.  Cars  coming  in,  on  which  there  are  no  previous  or  gen- 
eral orders,  to  be  placed  on  hold  track  and  not  to  be  considered  as  receiving  the 
first  "-free  svitch."  After  the  first  order  or  "free''  switch,  customary  rates  for 
switching  must  be  allowed. 

The  above  ruling  is  considered  by  the  Commissioners  to  be  reasonable  and 
just— their  opinion  being  that  the  payment  of  local  rates  for  transportation  of 
commodities  in  car-loads  covers  all  charges  for  delivery  to  a  connecting  line  under 
all  ordinary  circumstances.  Their  opinion  in  the  matter,  as  presented  by  the 
Wyndham-Gatch  Grain  Co  ,  is  that  the  amount  paid  by  them  for  delivery  of  cars 
of  grain  at  St.  Joseph,  as  specified,  should  be  refunded  by  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island 
&  Pacific  Railway  Company.  Please  give  this  matter  your  attention  and  early 
reply.    Extract  from  letter  of  grain  company  herewith. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

April  19 — The  following  was  written  Wyndham  Gatch  Grain  Co. : 

Enclosed  herewith  you  will  find  a  copy  of  letter  written  this  day  to  W.  M. 
Sage,  Traffic  Manager,  etc. ,  in  regard  to  your  complaint  of  alleged  unjust  switch- 
ing charges  p-iid  you.  Upon  receipt  of  reply  from  Mr.  Sage  such  action  as  may 
seem  proper  will  be  taken  by  the  Board,  and  of  which  you  will  be  promptly 
notified. 

April  24 — The  following  was  received: 

Chicago,  April  23,  1S94. 
James  Harding,  Secretary  Board  of  Railway  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Mis- 
souri. City  of  Jefferson,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir— Your  favor  of  the  9lh  inst.,  to  Mr.  Wm.  Sage,  Traffic  Manager  of 
this  company,  has  been  handed  me.  Mr.  Sage  being  absent  from  the  city  and  not 
expected  to  return  for  some  little  time,  I  will  take  up  the  complaint  from  the 
Wyndham-Gatch  Grain  Company  of  St.  Joe  with  our  agent  at  that  point,  and  as 
soon  as  I  am  fully  informed,  will  communicate  with  you. 

Yours  truly, 

J.  M.  Johnson,  G.  F.  A. 

June  14 — The  following  letter  was  written  Wyndham-Gatch  Grain. 
Co.  : 

*  *  *  On  April  9th  ult.,  the  matter  was  referred  to  W.  M.  Sage,  Traffic 
Manager,  etc. ,  for  his  attention  and  reply.  Letter  dated  23d  of  April  ult.,  was 
received  from  J.  M.  Johnson,  G.  F.  A.,  stating  that  Mr.  Sage  was  absent  and 
would  not  return  for  some  little  time,  but  that  he  (Mr.  Johnson)  would  take  up  the 
matter,  and,  as  soon  as  fully  informed,  would  communicate  with  this  office.  As 
yet  no  reply  has  been  received.  Letter  has  been  written  Mr.  Johnson  today  in 
regard  to  the  matter,  and  requesting  his  prompt  attention. 

Jane  14,  1894 — The  following  letter  was  written  to  Mr.  Johnson 

On  April  9th  ult.  letter  was  written  to  Mr.  W.  M.  Sage,  Traffic  Manager,  etc., 
in  regard  to  a  matter  of  switching  charges  at  St.  Joseph  which  was  referred  to 
this  Board  by  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Co.  Reply  was  received  from  you, 
dated  April  23d  ult.,  in  which  you  state  you  would  take  up  the  matter  and  com- 
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municate  further  with  this  office.    Since  that  time  nothing  has  been  heard  from 
you  concerning  the  complaint.   Please  give  same  your  prompt  attention  and  as 
early  reply  as  practicable.  \ 
By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commiisioners. 

June  20 — Reply  was  received  as  follows: 

Chicago,  June  19,  1894. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 
Dear  Sir — Your  favor  of  the  14th  inst.  has  been  referred,  as  former  commu- 
nication was,  to  Mr.  M.  A.  Low,  General  Attorney  for  this  company,  at  Topeka, 
Kansas.  1  have  today  written  him  in  relation  to  him  directing  his  reply  to  you 
direct.  Yours  truly, 

J. M.  Johnson,  G .  F.  A. 

June  21,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Topeka,  Kas.,  June  20,  1894. 
Jas.  Harding,  Esq.,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Sir— Yours  of  the  14th  inst.,  as  well  as  yours  of  April  19th,  respecting  the 
claim  of  the  Wyndham-Gatch  Grain  Company  of  St.  Joseph,  for  refund  of  switch- 
ing charges  amounting  to  $70  paid  by  them  to  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  Railroad  Co. 
on  cars  of  grain  hauled  into  St.  Joseph  over  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
R'y,  have  been  referred  to  me. 

Some  of  these  shipments  were  from  points  in  Kansas  to  points  in  Missouri. 
As  to  such  shipments,  I  take  it  that  the  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Com- 
missioners will  not  assume  to  exercise  jurisdiction.  The  other  shipments  were 
from  local  points  on  the  line  of  this  company  in  Missouri  to  St.  Joseph.  The  freight 
charged  and  paid  on  these  State  shipments  included  only  transportation  from  the 
point  where  the  freight  was  delivered  to  the  company  to  its  own  tracks  in  St. 
Joseph,  and  did  not  include  the  additional  service  required  in  delivering  such 
freight  to  the  tracks  of  other  companies.  When  this  company  delivered  this  freight 
on  its  tracks  in  St.  Joseph,  it  performed  fully  its  contract  with  the  shipper.  If  it 
desired  further  service,  I  can  see  no  good  reason  why  it  should  not  pay  for  it. 

L  understand  that  after  this  freight  was  transported  by  this  company  to  St. 
Joseph,  the  snipper  entered  into  a  contract  with  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  Railroad 
Co.  to  transport  it  from  Sc.  Joseph  to  points  outside  of  Missouri,  and  for  the  pur- 
pose of  having  it  so  transported  directed  this  company  to  deliver  the  freight  to 
the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  Railroad  Co.  This,  I  submit,  was  an  entirely  new  and 
different  shipment  of  the  freight,  and  not  any  portion  of  the  shipment  included  in 
the  original  contract  with  this  company.  If  it  was  only  a  continuation  of  the 
original  shipment,  then  it  i9  inter-state;  if  it  was  a  new  and  distinct  shipment, 
then  this  company  was  entitled  to  compensation  for  Services  rendered  by  it  in 
carrying  the  freight  over  its  portion  of  the  through  line.  Yours  truly, 

M.  A.  Low. 

Answered  June  26  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  In  reply,  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  this  claim  is  for  switching 
charges  made  in  the  city  of  St.  Joseph,  and  for  switching  done  wholly  in  this 
State,  and  that,  therefore,  this  Board  his  jurisdiction. 

The  case  referred  to  in  letter  to  Mr.  Sage  is  very  similar  to  this  one,  and  the 
comments  made  therein  still  apply.  1  am,  therefore,  further  instructed  to  call 
your  attention  to  the  provisions  of  section  2618,  R.  S.  Missouri.  1889  (page  214  of 
IGth  Annual  Report  sent  you),  and  also  to  again  call  your  attention  to  the  ruling  of 
this  Board  made  in  August,  1893,  which  is  substantially  as  follows  : 
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Oie  switching  to  be  allowed,  whether  delivery  be  made  to  team  track,  side- 
track or  to  connecting  line.  Cars  coming  in  on  which  there  are  no  previous  or 
general  orders  to  be  placed  on  hold  track  are  not  to  be  considered  as  receiving  the 
first  ;  'free  switch."  After  tue  rirst  order  or  tkfree"  switch,  customary  rates  for 
switching  must  be  allowed. 

Under  these  conditions  and  this  ruling  of  the  Board  the  Commissioners  are  of 
opinion  that  the  Wyndham  &  G-atch  Grain  Co.  is  entitled  to  a  refund  in  the  amount 
of  £70  paid  by  tbem  to  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Company,  and  recom- 
mend that  the  matter  in  controversy  be  adjusted  by  a  payment  to  this  W.  &  G. 
Grain  Co.  of  that  amount. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Jane  28 — The  following  was  received  : 

Topeka,  Kas.,  June  27,  1S9L 
Gen.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

.Sir—1  have  yours  of  the  20th  inst.  respecting  the  claim  of  Wyndham  &  Gatch 
for  refund  of  $70  for  switching  charges  paid  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  Railroad 
Co.,  in  which  you  say  that  you  are  instructed  to  state,  "that  this  claim  is  for 
switching  charges  made  in  the  city  of  St.  Joseph,  and  for  switching  done  wholly 
in  this  State,  and  that  therefore  this  Board  has  jurisdiction." 

I  submit  that  the  fact  that  any  given  part  of  the  service  in  transporting  grain 
from  a  point  in  one  state  to  a  point  in  another  state  is  pei  formed  wholly  in  one  of 
these  states  does  not  give  the  local  authorities  of  that  state  jurisdiction  over  the 
shipment.  Take,  for  instance,  the  shipments  which  were  billed  through  from 
points  in  Kansas  to  Hannibal,  Missouri :  all  the  service  performed  in  respect  to 
these  shipments  by  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Co.  was  performed  wholly 
in  the  State  of  Missouri,  but  that  fact  does  not  make  the  shipments  any  less  inter- 
state. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  Board  will  concede  that  as  to  such  shipments  it  has 
no  jurisdiction  whatever.  This  company's  line  does  not  run  to  Hannibal,  and 
through  shipment  could  not  be  performed  without  delivering  the  freight  to  the 
Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Co.,  or  to  some  other  company  reaching  that  point. 
All  of  the  other  shipments  covered  by  this  claim,  1  am  advised,  were  delivered  to 
the  Hannibal  company  for  shipment  to  points  outside  of  Missouri,  but  I  will  inves- 
tigate that  matter  further  and  endeavor  to  obtain  the  exact  facts,  and  will  then 
write  you  further.  Yours  truly, 

M.  A.  Low. 

July  10 — The  following  letter  was  written  Mr.  Low,  in  reply  to  his 
of  27th  June  ult. : 

*  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state,  that  the  Board  request  that  you  make 
such  investigation  of  the  matter  you  refer  to  as  you  may  rind  proper,  and  that  you 
write  them  farther  regarding  same  as  soon  as  practicable. 

July  24. — The  following  was  received  : 

Topeka,  Kas.,  July  22,  1894. 
Gen.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Corn's,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. 

Dear  Sir— I  enclose  herewith  a  copy  of  a  letter  received  from  Mr.  W.  C.  Staiey, 
commercial  agent  of  this  company  at  St.  Joseph,  respecting  the  claim  of  Wynd- 
ham &  Gatch  for  refund  of  switching  charges  paid  by  them  to  the  Hannibal  &  St. 
Joseph  Railroad  Company  for  switching  grain  at  St.  Joseph,  Mo. 
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This  letter  shows  substantially  that  a  portion  of  this  grain,  which  was  shipped 
from  points  in  Kansas,  with  through  billing  to  Hannibal,  was,' by  this  company, 
transported  to  St.  Joseph,  placed  in  its  yards,  and  then,  by  direction  of  Wyndham 
<fc  Gatch,  switched  to  an  elevator,  where  it  was  to  be  transferred  to  other  cars ; 
that  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  cars  were  then  switched  to  this  elevator,  loaded  with 
*this  grain  and  then  switched  back  and  delivered  to  the  Hannibal  company ;  and 
that  the  rest  of  the  grain  was  consigned  locally  from  points  in  Missouri  to  St . 
Joseph,  and  was  transported  by  this  company  to  St.  Joseph  and  placed  in  its  local 
switch-yard,  and  afterward  the  consignees  directed  the  company  to  set  the  cars  at 
the  South  Park  elevator  for  shelling  or  transfer,  or  both,  as  the  case  might  be; 
then  requested  the  company  to  set  to  the  elevator  empty  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph 
cars  to  enable  them  to  load  this  grain  therein.  This  was  done,  and  the  loaded 
cars  switched  back  to  the  Hannibal  transfer  track. 

I  think  the  Board  will  concede,  on  this  state  of  facts,  that  the  claim  for  re- 
payment of  switching  charges  is  unfounded  and  unjust.  Yours  truly, 

M.  A.  Low. 

St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  July  14,  1894. 

M.  A.  Low,  Esq.,  Gen.  Atty.,  Topeka,  Kas.: 

Dear  Sir— Herewith  I  return  you  all  papers  about  claim  of  Wyndham  & 
Gatch  Gr.  Co.  for  $70,  switching  at  St.  Joseph .  The  following  cars  were  through- 
billed  :  4523,  5929,  264,  1430,  3217,  21029,  2982  and  2466,  and  upon  arrival  were  set 
to  the  South  Park  elevator  ( operated  by  the  St.  Jo.  Grain  Co. )  for  transfer.  They 
were  transferred  and  switched  to  H.  &  St.  J.  Kd.  We  first  switched  these  cars  to 
the  South  Park  elevator,  then  switched  an  empty  from  H.  &  St.  Jo.,  and  then 
switched  the  loaded  car  back  to  H.  &  St.  Jo. 

The  other  cars  were  billed  locally  into  St.  Jo.,  switched  to  our  local  yard  await- 
ing disposition  by  consignees  ;  when  disposition  was  given,  they  were  switched  to 
South  Park  elevator  to  be  transferred  or  shellfd,  or  both— empty  and  loaded  cars 
being  switched  from  and  to  H.  &  St.  J.  R'd,  as  explained  above. 

Statement  next  attached  shows  where  cars  were  received,  disposition  given 
and  transfers  made.  The  charges  made  are  really  for  handling  the  H.  &  St.  Jo. 
cars.  Wyndham  &  Gatch  are  going  out  of  business,  and  are  bringing  up  every 
conceivable  claim  against  us,  adopting  any  means  they  can  muster  to  compel  us  to 
settle.  They  are  pushing-  claims  now  that  they  would  not  think  asking  of  us  to  pay 
when  they  were  actually  in  business.  If  there  is  anything  further  you  desire, 
please  advise.  Very  truly  yours, 

W.  C.  Staley. 

July  25 — The  following  letter  was  written  to  the  Wyndham  Gatch 
Grain  Co.  : 

I  am  instructed  to  inform  you  that  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company  has  notified  the  Commissioners  that  it  desires  to  introduce  testimony 
in  the  matter  of  your  claim  against  it  on  account  of  alleged  unjust  switching 
charges,  and  for  that  purpose  this  Board  has  appointed  a  hearing  at  their  office  in 
Jefferson  City  on  Tuesday,  August  7,  1894,  at  3  o'clock  p.  m.,  at  which  hearing 
your  attendance  is  expected. 

And  same  date  the  following  was  written  M.  A.  Low,  General 
Attorney  : 

*  *  *  Yesterday,  F.  P.  Sebree,  representing  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  & 
Pacific  Railway  Co.,  stated  that  you  desired  to  introduce  some  evidence  bearing 
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upon  the  matter,  and  requested  that  an  opportunity  be  given  the  company  for  that 
purpose.  The  Commissioners  have  appointed  August  7  next,  at  3  o'clock  p.  m„  for 
a  hearing,  as  requested  by  Mr.  Sebree,  and  he  was  today  notified  to  that  effect. 

The  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Co.  has  also  been  notified  of  the  hearing,  so 
that  if  they  choose  they  can  be  present. 

Subsequently,  a  letter  was  received  from  C.  A.  Wyndham,  repre- 
senting the  W.  &  G.  Grain  Co.,  stating  that  by  reason  of  his  intended 
absence  he  would  be  unable  to  attend  hearing  proposed,  and  sug- 
gested a  postponement  until  some  time  in  October,  and  also  expressed 
a  desire  to  have  hearing  at  St.  Joseph  as  being  much  more  convenient 
and  economical  for  his  company.  Date  of  hearing  was  canceled,  pend- 
ing further  advice  from  W.-G.  Grain  Co.,  and  Mr.  Low  was  so  notified. 

Hearing  was  subsequently  appointed  and  held  on  October  30, 
1891,  with  proceedings  as  follows  : 

In  the  matte?'  of  the  complaint  of  the  Wyndham  §  Gatch  Gram  Co.  vs.  the  Chicago,  Rock 
Island  .y  Pacific  Railway  Co.,  because  of  alleged  unjust  switching  charges. 

City  of  Jefferson,  Oct.  30,  1894. 
Board  called  to  order  by  the  chairman. 

Present,  the  chairman,  T.  J.  Hennessey,  Commissioners  Hickman 
and  Cowgili,  and  the  secretary. 

The  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Co.  represented  by 
IJon.  F.  P.  Sebree  and  L.  (i.  Andrews, local  freight  agent  at  St.  Joseph. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  Well,  gentlemen,  I  suppose  you  are  here  to  pro- 
duce testimony  in  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Co.  switching  charges 
case.  Before  we  take  that  up  I  would  like  to  say  to  the  Board  that 
Mr.  Wyndham  requested  us  to  have  this  meeting  in  St.  Joseph,  and  to 
know  what  they  think  we  had  better  do. 

.Air.  Cowgili :  I  know  he  was  very  anxious  to  have  us  come  to 
St.  Joseph  for  this  hearing,  and  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  proceed 
without  giving  them  a  chance  to  be  heard. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  '  They  were  notified  to  be  here  today,  but  so  far 
as  I  know  they  are  not  here. 

Mr.. Sebree:  If  the  Board  will  permit  me  to  say  just  a  word  in 
regard  to  that:  You  will  perhaps  remember  that  this  hearing  was  first 
set  for  some  time  in  August,  I  do  not  remember  the  exact  date,  and 
was  postponed  at  Mr.  Wyndham's  request  until  October.  The  Board 
set  this  day  for  the  hearing  and  they  were  notified  to  be  here.  I  did 
not  know  that  they  had  asked  for  any  further  postponement.  If  they 
had  wanted  another  postponement  they  would  have  asked  for  it.  If 
they  did  not  want  it  they  should  be  here  today. 

Mr.  Cowgili :  I  will  just  say  to  you,  Mr.  Sebree,  that  they  asked 
the  Board  to  go  to  St.  Joseph  for  this  hearing.  Is  that  not  it,  Cap- 
tain ? 
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Mr.  Hickman :  Yes,  sir,  I  believe  they  did  make  that  request,  but 
I  am  not  in  favor  of  going  to  St.  Joe. 

Mr.  Sebree  :  I  understand  this  matter  was  first  set  for  the  7th  of 
August,  and  at  the  request  of  these  parties,  as  I  said  before,  it  was  put 
over  until  October.  The  time  was  then  fixed  for  today  at  this  place, 
and  there  has  never  been  any  change  in  that  time,  so  far  as  I  know, 
and  no  request  made  for  a  change  of  it.  They  were  notified  that  today 
was  the  time.  I  do  not  think  they  have  any  right  to  ask  this  Board  to 
go  to  them.  Of  course  the  Baard  has  the  right  to  go  anywhere  in  the 
State  it  wants  to,  but  in  this  case  it  seems  to  me  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Wyndham-Gatch  people  to  be  here. 

Mr.  Oowgill :    I  believe  they  claim  poverty. 

Mr.  Sebree:  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  in  that.  I  under- 
stand they  both  married  an  heiress. 

Mr.  Harding,  the  secretary,  then  read  the  letter  to  the  Wyndham 
&  Gatch  Grain  Company,  which  was  in  the  following  words  and  figures 
to  wit : 

Replying  to  yours  of  the  17th  inst.,  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Chicago, 
Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Co.  made  no  formal  answer  in  the  matter  of  your 
claim  of  exorbitant  transfer  charges,  but  did  apply  for  leave  to  introduce  testimony 
bearing  upon  the  subject  before  the  Commissioners  should  make  their  final  ruling. 
Whilst  it  is  not  positively  stated,  the  Commissioners  believe  the  Rock  Island  com- 
pany will  claim  the  traffic  concerning  which  complaint  was  made  to  be  inter-state, 
and  ponsequently  beyond  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Board.  The  Board  are  of  the 
opinion  that  it  is  upon  this  point  the  company  desires  to  introduce  testimony.  The 
hearing  of  the  matter  was  appointed,  but  postponed,  pending  Mr.  Wyndham's 
return.  The  Commissioners  do  not  think  it  will  be  necessary  for  you  to  be  repre- 
sented here  by  more  than  one  person,  the  papers  in  the  case  being  on  file  here,  and 
so  far  as  your  side  of  the  question  is  concerned  the  facts  are  well  understood  by  the 
Board.  A  majoiity  of  the  Board  is  opposed  to  going  to  St.  Joseph  for  the  proposed 
hearing. 

Mr.  Sebree:    What  is  the  date  of  that  letter,  General? 
Mr.  Harding:    Twenty-third  of  October. 
Mr.  Sebree :    That  was  a  week  ago  ? 

Mr.  Harding:  Yes,  sir ;  since  that  time  nothing  has  been  heard 
from  them. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :    Shall  we  proceed  with  the  hearing  ? 

Mr.  Oowgil :  I  do  not  object  to  hearing  them  today,  and  then  if 
the  Wyndham  and  Gatch  Grain  Company  wish,  after  this  time,  to  be 
heard,  I  think  they  should  be  allowed  to  come  here  and  introduce  such 
testimony  as  they  may  wish  this  Board  to  have. 

Mr.  Sebree  :  There  can  only  be  one  objection  to  that.  Under 
the  existing  facts,  and  under  the  facts  as  presented  to  this  Board,  we 
claim  that  they  have  not  got  any  case.    If  they  want  to  introduce  any 
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more  testimony,  I  want  them  to  do  it  now — today — if  possible.  I  do 
not  want  to  come  here  and  introduce  testimony  which  we  think  will 
prove  that  they  have  no  case  againt  the  Rock  Island  company,  and 
then  this  grain  company  turn  around  and  bring  in  testimony  to  break 
that  down.  They  are  the  ones  that  have  made  this  complaint,  and  it 
devolves  upon  them  to  make  a  case.  If  the  Board  is  going  to  adjourn 
to  hear  them,  that  is  all  right,  but  we  want  to  be  notified  if  any  such 
hearing  is  given,  in  order  that  we  may  be  present  and  present  our  side 
of  the  question. 

Mr.  Plennessey  :  Of  course  the  Board  will  have  to  give  them  a 
hearing  if  they  request  it.  There  might  be,  or  at  least  they  might  claim 
there  was,  some  misunderstanding  about  the  date  or  something,  and  we 
certainly  will  not  close  the  case  until  we  have  given  them  a  chance  to 
be  heard  further.  They  should  have  answered  that  letter,  of  course, 
if  they  got  it. 

Mr.  Sebree  :  Of  course  we  would  have  no  objection  to  them  hav- 
ing a  hearing,  but  we  ask  that  if  this  hearing  is  given  that  we  may  be 
notified  in  order  that  we  also  may  be  present. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  One  thing  is  certain  :  If  they  have  all  their 
evidence  on  file  in  this  office,  there  is  a  great  differenue  in  the  two 
statements  made,  and  if  they  have  any  more  evidence  to  introduce 
they  certainly  should  be  allowed  to  present  it :  in  fact,  we  want  all  the 
evidence  we  can  get  about  both  sides  of  this  question. 

Mr.  Hickman  :  I  think  this  is  the  proper  place  to  hear  cases  that 
may  come  before  us.  The  State  has  provided  this  place,  and  it  seems 
to  me  that  if  they  want  to  have  a  hearing  at  all  they  certainly  should 
come  here.    That  is  just  what  I  think  about  it. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :    It  is  for  you  gentlemen  to  decide. 

Mr.  Hickman  :  I  will  say  this,  however,  that  if  you  decide  to  ad- 
journ this  hearing  today  and  go  to  St.  Joseph  I  will  try  to  go.  I  will 
go  if  I  can,  but  I  do  not  approve  of  it.  I  certainly  think  this  is  the 
place  for  us  to  hear  this,  as  well  as  all  other  cases. 

Mr.  Cowgill :  I  do  not  particularly  object  to  going  to  St.  Joseph, 
and  would  not  object  at  all  if  they  were  poor  people  and  really  could 
not  afford  to  come  here. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  It  seems  to  me  that  in  their  complaint  they  set 
out  the  facts  pretty  well. 

Mr.  Sebree :  Yes,  sir  ;  if  you  read  over  the  last  correspondence 
you  will  find  that  the  Rock  Island  people  say  they  shoved  those  cars 
around  two  or  three  times  and  then  brought  the  cars  back  to  the  junc- 
tion ready  for  the  Hannibal  people  to  take  them  up. 
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Mr.  Hickman :  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  should  like  to  hear 
the  case  today. 

Mr.  Sebree :  I  presume  this  Board  is  like  a  court.  You  set  the 
case  for  a  certain, day,  and  notify  the  parties  thereto  that  the  case  will 
be  heard  and  where  the  hearing  is  to  be  held,  and  if  they  think  so 
little  of  the  matter  that  they  don't  care  to  come,  then  the  case  should 
be  proceeded  with.  It  is  the  duty  of  both  sides  to  be  there  and  present 
his  side  of  the  case,  and  if  they  do  not  come  I  think  they  have  them- 
selves to  blame.  This  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company  was  notified 
to  be  here.  In  the  first  place,  they  were  notified  that  this  case  had 
been  postponed  at  their  request  from  August  until  October.  Then 
this  day  in  October  was  fixed  as  the  time  when  it  would  be  heard,  and 
this  office  fixed  as  the  place  for  the  hearing,  and  they  were  duly  noti- 
fied to  be  here.  I  do  not  want  this  Board  to  do  anything  that  would 
be  unfair  to  them,  but.  I  certainly  think  if  they  had  anything  further 
to  present  they  would  have  been  here. 

Mr.  Cowgill :  I  am  willing  to  hear  Mr.  Sebree  today.  If  it  was  a 
case  where  they  could  not  afford  to  come  here  or  they  were  detained, 
or  anything  like  that,  I  would  be  in  favor  of  a  further  postponement 
of  the  matter.  However,  if  after  hearing  the  railroad  people  today  we 
find  that  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company  have  anything  further 
they  want  to  bring  before  us,  we  can  again  notify  the  Rock  Island  peo- 
ple, and  they  could  be  here. 

Mr.  Sebree :  Of  course  if  you  are  going  to  give  them  another 
chance  to  come  here,  we  want  to  be  notified  so  that  we  can  be  on  hand 
for  the  purpose  of  cross-examining  them  if  necessary. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  Of  course  we  could  not  help  giving  them  a 
hearing  if  they  request  it,  but  you  will  certainly  be  notified  so  that 
you  can  be  here  too. 

Mr.  Sebree :  I  will  just  state  to  the  Board  that  Mr.  Andrews 
here  is  the  local  freight  agent  of  the  Rock  Island  road  at  St.  Joseph, 
and  it  is  a  right  difficult  thing  for  him  to  be  away  at  this  time,  as  he  is 
so  bnsy,  and  if  the  Board  is  ready  to  proceed  with  this  matter  we  will 
just  have  Mr.  Andrews  sworn  and  let  him  tell  us  just  what  he  knows 
about  this  case. 

L.  G.  Andrews,  being  produced,  sworn  and  examined  as  a  witness 
on  the  part  of  the  defendant  railroad  company,  testified  as  follows: 
Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Sebree : 

Q.  Mr.  Andrews,  you  may  state  to  the  Board  what  position  you 
hold  on  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railroad  Company,  and 
whether  you  held  the  same  position  in  1893. 
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A.  I  am  local  freight  agent  of  the  Chicago,  Eock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  at  St.  Joseph,  and  I  did  hold  that  same  position  in 
1893. 

Q,  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Com- 
pany I 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  this  complaint  about  35  cars  of 
grain  being  switched  by  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  people  for 
this  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company,  and  of  their  claim  that  the 
switching  charge  of  62  per  car  was  exorbitant?  You  have  heard  of 
that  \ 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Y^ou  were  the  local  freight  agent  at  St.  Joe  at  the  time  this 
claim  arose  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  anything,  any  memorandum  showing  which  of  those 
cars,  if  any,  were  inter-state,  or  cars  shipped  from  other  states  into 
the  State  of  Missouri? 

A.    I  have. 

Q.  Just  examine  that  memorandum,  if  you  please,  Mr.  Andrews, 
and  state  which,  giving  the  numbers  of  the  cars,  are  interstate  ship- 
ments. 

A.  Those  papers  are  on  the  desk  there.  If  you  will  hand  them 
to  me  here  I  will  give  you  that  information. 

Q.  I  do  not  know  whether  this  is  the  paper  you  refer  to,  but  per- 
haps you  can  tell  (shows  witness  paper).  If  you  will  just  call  off  the 
numbers  of  the  cars  that  were  through-billed:  that  is,  billed  from  Kan- 
sas, or  any  other  state  into  Missouri,  and  the  place  from  which  they 
were  sent. 

A.  Car  No.  5929,  from  Clay  Centre,  Kansas,  to  Hannibal,  Mis- 
souri ;  car  No.  4523  from  Clay  Centre,  Kansas,  to  Hannibal,  Missouri ; 
car  No.  1430,  from  Berwick,  Kansas,  to  Hannibal,  Missouri ;  car  No. 
264,  from  Berwick,  Kansas,  to  Hannibal,  Missouri ;  car  No.  3217,  from 
Berwick,  Kansas,  to  Hannibal,  Missouri ;  car  No.  2109,  from  Berwick, 
Kansas,  to  Hannibal,  Missouri ;  car  No.  2982,  from  Berwick,  Kansas, 
to  Hannibal,  Missouri;  car  No.  2466,  Berwick,  Kansas,  to  Hannibal, 
Missouri. 

Q.    That  is  in  all  eight  cars  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  so. 

Q.    Berwick  is  in  the  state  of  Kansas  % 

A.    Yes,  sir  ;  in  Kansas. 

Mr.  Cowgill :    Who  were  these  cars  billed  to  in  Hannibal  ? 
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A,  I  think  they  were  billed  to  the  order  of  the  Wyndham  & 
Gatch  Grain  Company. 

Mr.  Cowgill :  This  charge  for  switching  service  was  made,  the 
charge  for  switching  these  cars  from  the  Eock  Island  to  the  Hannibal 
&  St.  Joe  tracks,  was  made  for  switching  done  right  there  in  the  city 
of  St.  Joe? 

A.  The  charge  was  made  for  switching  these  cars  from  the  eleva- 
tor on  the  Rock  Island  tracks  to  the  Hannibal  and  St.  Joseph  rail- 
road. 

Q.  These  cars  that  you  have  mentioned  were  all  interstate  ship- 
ments ? 

A.  They  were  cars  through-billed  from  points  in  Kansas  to  Han- 
nibal, Mo. 

Q.  The  other  cars  embraced  in  this  complaint  were  from  local 
points  in  Missouri  to  St.  Joseph  ? 

A.  They  were  all  from  Missouri  local  points  except  the  first  two^ 
The  first  two  cars  I  think  were  from  Jansen,  Neb.:  Car  No.  1793  from 
Jansen,  Neb.,  to  St.  St.  Joseph,  Mo.;  car  No.  7052  from  Jansen,  Neb.,, 
to  St.  Joseph,  Mo.    I  think  that  is  all. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  How  many  cars  have  you  got  there  ?  You  say 
there  were  two  from  Nebrarka  and  eight  from  Kansas :  now  how  many 
cars  in  all  ? 

Mr.  Cowgill :    I  think  there  was  23  cars  from  Missouri  local  points. 

Mr.  Sebree:  Twenty-five,  I  think.  There  were  35  cars  in  all,  and 
these  two  cars  from  Nebraska,  and  eight  cars  from  Kansas,  10  in  all 
from  other  states,  would  leave  25  cars  from  Missouri,  or  local  points. 

Q.  Those  two  cars  from  Nebraska  to  St.  Joseph,  were  they  billed 
to  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company  1 

A.  They  were  billed  through — I  cannot  tell  you  exactly,  but  I 
think  the  shippers  ordered  us  to  notify  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain 
Co.  On  reaching  St.  Joseph  they  were  switched  by  our  people  to  the 
elevator  and  then  to  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  tracks. 

Q.  These  '  through  cars — I  understand  you  to  say  they  were 
bilied  from  points  in  Kansas  and  Nebraska  into  Missouri? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  These  cars  from  Missouri  or  local  points  were  also  billed  into 
St.  Joe  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    And  billed  to  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company  ! 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Andrews,  I  will  get  you  to  tell  us  all  about  this 
switching  charge  of  $2  a  car,  of  which  this  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain 
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Company  complain.  I  suppose  the  same  thing  applies  to  the  inter- 
state as  to  other  cars  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir;  they  were  all  handled  in  the  same  way. 

Q.  What  orders  did  you  receive  from  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch 
Grain  Company  in  regard  to  these  cars  after  they  reached  St.  Joseph, 
and  what  was  done  under  those  orders  ?    Just  tell  us  all  about  that. 

A.  When  the  cars  arrived  at  St.  Joseph  they  were  stopped  there 
and  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Co.  were  notified  that  those  cars 
were  held  there  subject  to  their  orders.  We  then  received  orders 
from  tbem  to  set  these  cars  to  the  South  Park  elevator,  which  is 
located  on  the  Rock  Island  tracks.  We  did  this.  Afterward  they 
ordered  us  to  transfer  this  grain  to  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  cars.  So 
we  had  to  go  up  to  the  junction  and  get  the  Hannibal  empties  and 
bring  them  down  to  the  elevator  and  transfer  the  grain,  and  then  take 
the  loaded  cars  back  to  the  junction  and  deliver  same  to  the  Hannibal 
<&  St.  Joe  railroad.  Of  course  some  of  these  cars  were  to  be  cleaned, 
and  some  to  be  shelled,  and  some  simply  to  be  transferred  to  the  Han- 
nibal &  St.  Joe  cars. 

Q.  But  all  the  switching  involved  in  this  transaction  had  to  be 
done  by  the  Rock  Island  company? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  In  the  first  place  they  were  taken  out  of  the  train 
that  brought  them  in  and  placed  on  our  hold  tracks  to  await  the  dispo- 
sition orders  of  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Co.  Then,  on  receipt  of 
these  disposition  orders  from  the  consignee,  they  were  taken  from  the 
hold  tracks  to  the  South  Park  elevator  by  the  Rock  Island  Co.  That 
required  a  movement  of  all  these  cars  about  a  mile.  Then  the  grain 
would  go  through  a  cleaning  or  shelling  or  transfer  process  into  the 
Hannibal  and  St.  Joseph  cars.  As  soon  as  the  grain  was  in  the  Han- 
nibal cars  it  was  hauled  to  the  junction  and  delivered  to  the  Hannibal 
&  St.  Joseph  Co.  From  that  you  can  see  that  we  made  three  switches 
in  every  case  on  those  35  cars. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  And  the  Rock  Island  company  switched  these 
empties  up  to  the  elevator  % 

A.  Yes,  sir,  and  then  we  delivered  the  loaded  cars  to  their  trans- 
fer tracks.  This  elevator  is  located  about  three-fourths  of  a  mile  from 
the  transfer  tracks  of  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  Railroad.  The  Hanni- 
bal &  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Company  cannot  get  to  this  elevator,  of 
course,  without  running  over  our  tracks. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  Yes,  but  if  you  would  have  allowed  them  they 
would  have  taken  their  own  empties  to  the  elevator,  since  they  were 
going  to  get  this  haul. 
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A.  Yes,  sir,  I  suppose  they  would.  They  would  have  been  very 
glad  to  do  that,  since  they  were  to  get  this  haul,  but  we  would  not 
allow  them  to  run  over  our  tracks.  They  brought  their  empty  cars  to 
the  junction  there,  and  we  received  them  and  hauled  them  to  the  ele- 
vator, and  then  hauled  the  loaded  cars  back  ready  for  them  to  take 
them  up.    This  is  the  junction  between  the  two  roads. 

Q.  Now,  as  I  understand  this  matter,  Mr.  Andrews,  the  Rock 
Island  Railroad  Company  first  took  these  cars,  after  their  arrival  in 
St.  Joe,  down  to  the  South  Park  elevator  by  the  order  of  the  Wynd- 
ham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company  on  their  own  road.  There  such  cars  as 
they  ordered  were  cleaned  or  shelled,  and  then  transferred  to  the 
Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  cars  that  the  Rock  Island  company  had  hauled 
down  there  empty,  and  then  the  Rock  Island  would  bring  them  back 
and  put  them  on  the  transfer  tracks  at  the  junction. 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  first  switched  the  loaded  cars  to  the  elevator ;  then 
switched  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  empty  cars  to  the  elevator ;  then 
transferred  the  grain,  after  cleaning  and  shelling,  to  the  Hannibal  &  St" 
Joseph  cars,  and  switched  these  loaded  cars  back  to  the  junction? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    All  these  35  cars  went  to  the  elevator  ? 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Cowgill :  I  want  to  ask  you  a  question,  Mr.  Andrews.  If  the 
Rock  Island  company  had  been  allowed  or  given  these  cars  to  haul  on 
east,  would  there  have  been  this  extra  charge  of  $2  a  car  for  that 
switching  ? 

A.  Probably  not;  but  then  there  would  not  have  been  so  mucfi 
switching,  and  the  grain  would  not  have  been  transferred  to  other  cars. 
In  going  to  the  14  Q  "  lines,  being  another  railroad  altogether,  they 
would  want  this  grain  put  into  their  own  cars  before  sending  it  on,  as* 
far  as  practicable. 

Mr.  Cowgill :  But  there  would  not  have  been  any  extra  charge 
had  this  grain  gone  on  east  by  the  Rock  Island  ? 

A.    No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  there  would. 

Mr.  Cowgill :  You  do  not  charge  for  switching  when  you  get  the 
haul  on  east  ? 

A.    We  do  not  have  to  handle  the  cars  as  many  times. 

Mr.  Cowgill:  You  say  you  were  ordered  to  take  these  cars  from 
your  hold  track  down  to  the  South  Park  elevator,  about  three-quarters 
of  a  mile.  Then  you  went  to  the  junction,  got  these  empty  Hannibal 
&  St.  Joe  cars,  brought  them  down  to  the  elevator,  transferred  the 
grain  from  your  cars,  and  then  took  the  loaded  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe 
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cars  back  to  the  junction  where  the  Hannibal  people  could  take  them 
up? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  The  general  practice  is  where  grain  is  sent  on  east 
over  our  line  to  let  it  stay  in  the  same  cars  it  comes  in.  Of  course 
that  is  when  there  is  no  cleaning  or  shelling  to  be  done.  I  do  not 
know  of  any  reason  why  if  this  grain  had  been  going  on  east  over  our 
road  it  should  not  have  gone  on  in  the  same  cars  it  was  in.  You  know 
we  are  very  willing  to  do  things  for  ourselves,  or  for  our  own  benefit, 
that  we  would  not  like  to  do  for  the  benefit  of  some  other  road. 

Mr.  Cowgill:  Then  you  think  there  might  not  have  been  this 
extra  freight  charge  if  your  road  had  gotten  that  haul  on  east  f 

A.  It  is  possible  in  that  case  that  charge  would  not  have  been 
made. 

Q.  But  in  that  case  you  would  have  gotten  the  freight  if  you  got 
to  take  it  through  yourselves,  and  you  do  those  things  in  order  to  help 
you  to  hold  your  trade  ? 

A.    Th<*t  is  it. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you,  Mr.  Andrews,  what  is  the  custom  of  the  rail- 
road companies  there.  There  is  nothing  to  show  here — there  is  noth- 
ing at  this  time  in  this  case  to  show  that  you  ever  collected  anything 
from  the  Hannibal  road  ? 

A.  While  we  claim  we  had  a  right  to  make  this  charge,  because 
it  was  more  than  one  switch,  as  provided  by  the  rules  of  this  Board, 
if  these  three  switches  were  made  we  certainly  had  the  right  to  collect 
this  extra  charge  of  which  complaint  is  made.  We  had  the  right  to 
collect  it  from  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Company.  As 
the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  road  was  going  to  take  these  cars  on  east, 
that  switching  charge  should  have  been  absorbed  by  their  charges 
further  on.  We  made  our  charge  for  this  switching  to  the  Hannibal 
&  St.  Joe  Company,  and  we  claim  if  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain 
Company  has  any  just  cause  for  complaint  they  should  proceed«gainst 
the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  Railroad  Company,  and  not  against  the  Rock 
Island.  We  did  not  charge  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company 
for  this  switching,  and  if  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  Company  collected 
this  charge  from  them,  they  should  proceed  against  that  company,  and 
not  against  us. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :    How  is  that  ? 

Mr.  Sebree  :  It  is  just  this  way  :  We  did  this  switching  for  the 
Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Company,  and  it  was  of  them  we  col- 
lected our  charges,  and  not  of  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company. 
Now,  if  the  Hannibal  road  has  turned  around  and  collected  the  same 
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amount  from  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company,  then  the  Wynd- 
ham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company  should  make  their  complaint  against  that 
company,  and  not  against  us.  We  did  not  authorize  them  or  any  one 
else  to  act  as  our  agents  in  the  collection  of  these  switching  charges. 
Of  course,  if  they  did  collect  this  from  the  Grain  Company  we  simply 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Q.  ( to  Mr.  Sebree  ) :    Did  you  not  collect  from  them  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  whether  we  did  or  not.  We  certainly  had  a 
right  to  collect  these  charges  from  the  Hannibal  road,  because  we 
switched  these  cars  three  times  for  them,  but  they  had  no  right  to  col- 
lect that  amount  from  the  Windham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company.  They 
never  collected  that  for  us.  We  never  authorized  them  to  collect  any 
charges  for  us. 

Q.  (to  Mr.  Sebree):  You  do  not  say  that  you  did  not  get  that 
amount  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  we  had  a  right  to  that,  but  I  still  say  that  they  had 
no  right  to  collect  that  charge  from  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain 
Company.  That  charge  should  have  been  absorbed  further  on.  Wynd- 
ham &  Gatch  had  no  right  to  pay  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  road  that 
money  for  us. 

Mr.  Cowgill:  Now,  Mr.  Andrews,  let  m*e  ask  you  this  question: 
Suppose  this  freight  or  a  car-load  of  freight  for  shipment  had  origin- 
ated at  this  elevator  on  your  track,  and  you  had  been  ordered  to  turn 
this  car-load  over  to  the  Hannibal  people  right  there  at  your  elevator 
for  shipment,  would  you  have  charged  for  hauling  that  car  from  your 
elevator,  the  originating  point,  to  the  junction  for  the  Hannibal  peo- 
ple? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  we  would  have  been  entitled  to  a  charge  of  $2,  and 
I  think  we  would  have  charged  that  $2. 

Mr.  Cowgill:  Is  it  not  the  custom  there,  as  well  as  other  places, 
to  deliver  business  on  your  or  any  road  to  connecting  lines  ? 

A.    Out  of  an  elevator  ? 

Mr.  Cowgill :  Yes,  sir.  I  am  just  simply  asking  you  this  for  infor- 
mation. 

A.  I  do  not  think  it  is.  Suppose  that  grain  had  been  stored  in 
that  elevator  for  30  da\s  or  longer,  and  then  we  were  ordered  to  deliver 
one  car-load  or  more  to  the  Hannibal  for  shipment.  I  certainly  think 
we  would  be  entitled  to  our  regular  charge  for  switching  that  car  for 
the  Hannibal  road  or  any  other  road. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Sebree):    Is  not  that  a  new  shipment? 

A.    I  certainly  would  consider  it  as  such. 
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Q.  I  suppose  in  that  case  you  would  have  first  to  go  after  the  car 
and  bring  it  down  to  the  elevator,  and  then  take  it  back  and  put  it 
where  the  other  road  could  get  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  In  this  case  of  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Co. 
we  claim  we  had  already  performed  one  switch  in  taking  those  cars 
from  our  hold  track  to  the  South  Park  elevator  by  the  order  of  the 
grain  company.  We  were  then  ordered  to  deliver  these  cars  to  the 
Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  railroad,  and  we  think  that  it  is  altogether  a  new 
deal.  We  claim  that  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  road  should  have  absorbed 
those  charges;  otherwise,  they  (the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Co.) 
would  have  to  pay  82  more  per  car  than  if  they  had  shipped  over  our 
line.    It  was  a  matter  of  pure  policy  with  us. 

Mr.  Cowgill :  Then  there  is  no  rule  governing  the  exchange  of 
freight  among  you  railroad  people  in  a  case  like  this. 

A.  Sometimes  we  do  deliver  freight  to  a  connecting  line  without 
making  any  switching  charge,  but  it  is  when  a  car  brought  in  by  us  is 
to  be  immediately  delivered  to  this  connecting  line. 

Q.  What  is  the  custom  there  in  matters  like  this,  about  absorbing 
these  switching  charges ! 

A.  It  is  the  practice,  so  far  as  I  know,  all  over  the  country.  We 
would  not  be  in  competition  with  any  industry  unless  we  did  it. 

Q.  You  collected  this  charge  of  82  per  car  from  the  Hannibal  & 
St.  Joe  railroad  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  from  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  railroad,  and  not  from 
the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company. 

Q.  Did  the  Rock  Island  road  ever  authorize  the  Hannibal  &  St. 
Joe  railroad  to  make  or  collect  any  such  charge  from  the  Wyndham  & 
Gatch  Grain  Company  ? 

A.    No,  sir;  they  could  not  do  that. 

Q.  Did  the  Rock  Island  road  ever  collect  any  such  charge  from 
the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  never  presented  any  bill,  nor  attempted  to  do  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

Mr.  Hickman  :    These  men  ne^er  paid  anything  extra  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  not  to  the  Rock  Island  Company.  If  they  paid  it, 
they  paid  it  to  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  Railroad  Company,  and  not  to 
us. 

Q.  The  Rock  Island  Company  collected  this  charge  from  the 
Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Company  and  not  from  the  Wyndham 
<&  Gatch  Grain  Company  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  There  were  35  cars  billed  to  St.  Joe,  2  from  Nebraska  and  8 
from  Kansas  billed  through  to  Hannibal,  in  care  of  the  Wyndham  & 
Gatch  Grain  Company. 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Sebree :  I  wish  you  would  look  up  the  complaint  as  made 
to  this  board  by  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company,  and  see  if  it 
says  there  was  only  one  switch  made. 

Mr.  Harding  reads  from  the  complaint  referred  to,  as  follows  : 

We  hand  you  herewith  receipts  for  switching  the  following  cars  from  the 
Rock  [sland  to  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  railroad  in  St.  Joseph. 

Then  follow  the  numbers  of  the  cars,  and  the  complaint  continues 
as  follows  : 

Having  used  "every  reasonable  effort  to  get  this  money  refunded  from  the 
Rock  Island  railroad,  we  have  taken  the  matter  up  with  you. 

We  cannot  understand  why  this  switching  should  have  been  charged,  as,  we 
believe,  the  local  rate  to  St  .  Joseph  covers  the  delivery  to  any  connecting  line  . 
The  identical  case  came  up  before  the  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of 
Kansas,  where  the  Burlington  road  had  charged  an  arbitrary  switching  of  $3  to 
the  Lathrop  elevator  at  Atchison  ;  and  the  Railroad  Commissioners  held  that  the 
local  rate  to  Atchison  covered  the  delivery  to  any  connecting  lines,  and  that  the 
Burlington  had  no  right  to  charge  anything  extra  for  the  service.  We  have  re- 
ferred this  matter  to  you,  preferring  first  to  use  all  reasonable  means  to  get  back 
our  money  without  taking  it  into  the  courts.  This  is  a  gross  injustice,  and  we 
feel  that  as  a  matter  of  principle  we  ought  not  to  put  up  with  it. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Co. 

On  all  this  stuff  we  paid  the  local  rate  to  St.  Joseph,  with  the  exception  of  two 
or  three  cars  that  were  billed  through. 

Q.  Mr.  Andrews,  have  you  any  memorandum  showing  any  of  the 
orders  that  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company  would  make  in 
this  case  to  transfer  these  cars  to  the  elevator  and  then  to  the  Hanni- 
bal road  ? 

A.    I  have  the  order  here  that  was  made  for  car  No.  2441. 
Q.    All  those  orders  are  practically  the  same  ? 
A.    Yes,  sir.  •  . 

Q.  Will  you  please  read  the  order  that  you  have  in  regard  to  car 
No.  2441? 

A.  (  Witness  here  reads  order  referred  to,  which  was  in  the  fol- 
lowing words  and  figures,  to  wit ) : 

St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  Nov.  18,  1893. 

L.  G.  Andrews,  Agent,  St.  Joseph.: 

Dear  Sir— Please  have  car  2441  C.  K.  shelled  at  South  Park  elevator,  trans- 
ferred to  a  "Q"car  and  set  to  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  railroad.  Notify  ua 
promptly,  and  oblige, 

Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Co. 
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Q.  In  complying  with  that  order  the  Rock  Island  Railroad  Co.. 
had  to  do  as  you  have  already  stated? 

A.    Yes,  sir;  that  order  necessitated  three  movements. 

Mr.  Sebree :    I  believe  that  is  all  I  care  to  ask. 

Mr.  Cowgill:  It  is  very  evident  to  me  that  somebody  has  charged 
these  men  too  much. 

Mr.  Sebree :  I  think  so,  too,  but  I  do  not  think  it  was  the  Rock 
Island  people.  Had  the  case  been  reversed,  exactly  the  same  charge 
would  have  been  made  by  the  Burlington  people.  We  would  have 
been  glad  to  have  absorbed  those  charges  in  order  to  get  that  business. 
I  think  the  road  getting  the  business  should  absorb  these  charges. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  From  what  I  can  learn,  it  seems  to  me  the  Rock 
Island  was  justified  in  making  this]switching  charge  in  this  special  case. 

Mr.  Cowgill :  If  they  simply  wanted  these  cars  to  go  east,  and 
only  one  switch  was  made,  then  the  Rock  Island  people  should  not 
have  charged  for  it.  Bat  if  it  was  as  they  say  here  today,  somebody 
should  have  been  paid  for  that  extra  switching.  It  seems  quite  clear 
to  me  that  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company  have  been  over- 
charged by  sombody. 

Mr.  Sebree  :  I  think  we  were  entitled  to  this  switching  charge  as 
made. 

Mr.  Cowgill:  They  ought  to  have  collected  it  from  the  Hannibal 
&  St.  Joe  railroad.  I  do  not  think  they  ought  to  have  collected  it  from 
the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company.  There  is  no  question  about 
them  being  allowed  to  do  it.  They  ought  to  do  it.  The  question  is 
whether  you  can  afford  to  take  the  cars  to  an  elevator  and  have  it 
transferred  to  another  road,  and  not  collect  switching  charges  for  it 
I  think  these  switching  charges  are  all  right,  but  I  do  not  think  they 
should  have  been  collected  from  the  grain  company. 

Mr.  Sebree  :  There  is  just  one  other  thing  that  I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  this  Board  to — one  or  two  matters  especially — about  the 
receipts  furnished  this  Board,  if  the  General  will  let  me  have  them. 
So  far  as  this  interstate  business  is  concerned,  I  do  not  think  the  Board 
will  attempt  to  take  jurisdiction  of  ihat.  You  have  a  rule  here,  which 
we  do  not  pretend  to  dispute  or  wish  to  evade :  that  there  shall  be  one 
free  switch  allowed. 

I  take  it  that  thetevidence  we  have  today  introduced  will  show 
that  there  was  more  done  by  the  Rock  Island  road  than  any  one 
switch.  One  switch  would  be  hauling  the  cars  on  their  side-track  or 
hold  track,  or  would  be  delivering  the  cars  over  to  some  connect- 
ing line,  or  the  placing  of  these  cars  so  that  some  connecting  line 
could  come  and  get  them  ;  but  the  Rock  Island  Company  received 
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this  extra  order.  These  men  wanted  these  cars  taken  down  there  to 
the  South  Park  elevator,  and  then  wanted  some  of  the  grain  cleaned 
or  shelled.  They  haul  these  cars  to  the  elevator.  Then  they  are 
ordered  to  transfer  the  grain  to  the  cars  of  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe 
road.  To  do  this,  they  have  to  go  to  the  transfer  tracks  of  the  Han- 
nibal road,  get  the  empty  cars,  take  them  down  to  the  elevator,  trans- 
fer the  grain,  and  then  haul  the  loaded  car  back  to  the  junction  again 
ready  for  the  Hannibal  train  to  come  and  take  them  up.  That  is  cer- 
tainly three  distinct  switches  that  was  done  by  the  Eock  Island  road. 
I  do  not  think  that  it  can  be  contended  that  the  company  is  obliged  to 
do  all  that.  But  beyond  that  is  this  :  The  Rock  Island  was  entitled 
to  charge  that  amount,  and  was  entitled  to  receive  the  amount  charged 
from  the  Burlington  road.  That  is  the  custom  at  St.  Joe,  as  Mr. 
Andrews  has  testified,  between  the  competing  lines,  and  all  roads 
recognize  that  custom.  The  first  road  cannot  afford  to  do  all  this 
switching  for  nothing.  They  further  recognize  the  fact  that  the  other 
road  is  going  to  receive  pay  for  hauling  it,  and  because  of  that  benefit 
they  all  recognize  the  fact  that  that  is  the  road  to  pay  these  charges 
whenever  they  occur. 

The  Rock  Island  Railroad  Company  never  demanded  any  switch- 
ing charges  from  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company  on  this  ac- 
count. They  demanded  it  from  the  Burlington  road.  The  Rock  Island 
was  entitled  to  pay  for  this  switching,  and  they  made  their  demand  of 
the  Burlington  road,  and  if  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company 
afterward  paid  the  Burlington  people  for  this  switching,  they  did  not 
have  to  do  it,  and  because  they  did  do  it  is  no  reason  why  the  Rock 
Island  Railroad  Company  should  now  be  called  on  to  refund  this 
amount  to  the  Wyndham  &  Gitch  Grain  Company.  They  certainly  did 
not  authorize  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company  to  pay  the  Han- 
nibal Railroad  Company  for  them,  nor  did  they  authorize  the  Hannibal 
people  to  collect  this  switching  charge  from  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch 
-Grain  Company,  and  if  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company  did  pay 
this  to  the  Hannibal  people,  then  it  is  to  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  Railroad 
Company  that  they  must  look  to  get  it  back.  Here  on  these  receipts 
that  they  have  filed  with  this  Honorable  Board  will  be  found  the  evi- 
dence that  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company  first  presented  their 
<?laim  to  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  Railroad  Company  for  adjustment,  and 
this  claim  being  refused,  then  they  presented  their  claim  to  the  Rock 
Island  Railroad.  But  from  all  these  facts  it  seems  to  me  there  can  be 
no  doubt  but  what  il  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company  has  paid 
too  much,  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  Railroad  Company  is  the  one  they 
■should  proceed  against.    A  man  or  set  of  men  can  not  go  voluntarily 
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and  pay  a  sum  of  money  to  some  person  or  company  and  then  proceed 
against  another  company  to  get  his  money  back.  They  paid  this  money 
to  the  Hanibal  &  St.  Joe  company  without  any  authority  from  up,  and 
now  if  they  have  been  over-charged  they  must  go  to  the  Hannibal  peo- 
ple for  their  money. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  You  think  these  switching  charges  should  have 
been  absorbed  by  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  Railroad  Company  ? 

Mr.  Sebree  :  They  did  not  go  with  the  car  at  all;  it  was  not  col- 
lected at  the  other  end.  Here  is  one  of  these  cars,  on  November  24, 
1893,  and  the  switching  charges  on  that  was  paid  right  there  in  St.  Joe. 
This  shows  that  the  agent  at  St.  Joe  collected  it.  It  was  not  an 
enforced  collection.  It  did  not  fasten  itself  to  the  car  like  a  bill  of 
lading. 

Mr.  Cowgill:  Mr.  Andrews,  were  all  these  cars  referred  to  in  this 
claim  first  taken  to  this  elevator  before  they  were  delivered  to  the 
Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  Railroad  Co.? 

A.    Yes,  sir,  every  one  of  them. 

Mr.  Cowgill:  Then  it  does  seem  to  me  that  if  the  Wyndham  & 
Gatch  Grain  Co.  ordered  the  Rock  Island  road  to  take  all  these  cars 
to  this  South  Park  elevator  and  then  to  be  transferred  to  the  Hannibal 
&  St.  Joe  railroad,  there  is  no  doubt  but  what  the  Rock  Island  was 
entitled  to  pay  for  all  this  extra  switching;  but  at  the  same  time  they 
should  not  have  collected  it  from  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Co. 

Mr.  Sebree:  There  is  no  question  about  the  facts  being  just  as 
Mr.  Andrews  stated  them,  and  they  will  not  dispute  them — that  they 
ordered  all  these  cars  taken  to  the  elevator,  and  then  ordered  the  grain 
transferred  to  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  cars. 

Mr.  Hickman  :    You  say  they  were  all  carried  to  this  elevator  ? 

Mr.  Andrews  :•  That  was  the  order,  yes,  sir. 

Q.    It  was  three  switches  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir,  that  is  the  way  it  was  handled. 

Mr.  Sebree:  I  just  want  to  say  to  this  Board  in  conclusion,  that 
the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Co.  will  never  come  here  and  dispute 
fact  that  they  ordered  these  cars  all  "sent  to  the  South  Park  elevator, 
and  then  to  be  transferred  to  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  Railroad  Co.  with 
sworn  testimony. 

Mr.  Cowgill :  They  certainly  have  a  claim, as  I  said  before, against 
somebody  for  this  $2  a  car  they  paid  out  for  that  switching,  but  it  seems 
to  me,  as  Mr.  Sebree  says,  that  since  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  got  that 
business  they  should  have  absorbed  that  switching  charge. 

Mr.  Sebree :  The  peculiar  thing  to  me  about  the  whole  business 
is  that  both  Mr.  Wyndham  and  Mr.  Gatch  are  old  grain  men  and  do  a 
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great  deal  of  business  there  in  St.  Joe,  and  they  ought  to  have  known 
that  they  need  not  have  paid  this  switching  charge.  They  did  pay  it, 
however,  and  now  they  want  their  money  back,  and  from  the  wrong 
party,  it  certainly  seems  to  me. 

This  being  all  the  testimony  to  be  introduced  by  the  Chicago, 
Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railroad  Company,  the  Board  then  concluded 
to  notify  the  Wyndham  &  Gatch  Grain  Company  that  if  they  desired 
to  introduce  any  further  testimony  they  would  be  given  an  opportunity 
to  do  so  on  the  14th  day  of  November,  1894,  until  which  time  the  final 
decision  of  the  Board  is  withheld. 

Nov.  14 — The  Board  took  up  the  matterfof  the  complaint  of  the 
Wyndham-Gatch  Grain  Company,  of  St.  Joseph,  vs.  the  Chicago,  Rock 
Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company.  Nothing  having  been  heard  from 
the  complainants  since  the  hearing  had  on  October  30,  last,  and  they 
failing  to  appear  as  notified  on  the  31st  ult.,  the  Commissioners  decided 
from  the  evidence  heard,  that  said  Wyndham  Gatch  Grain  Company 
has  no  just  claim  against  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway 
Company,  as  charged,  and  that  the  complaint  of  the  said  grain  com- 
pany be  dismissed. 

All  parties  interested  were  duly  notified. 


July  30 — The  following  was  received  : 

Kirksville,  Mo.,  July  29,  1893. 
To  the  Hon.  Board  of  R.  R.  Corn's  of  the  State  of  Missouri : 

Mr.  Frank  W.  Evatt,  General  Freight  and  Passenger  Agent  of  the  Q.  O.  &  K. 
C.  R.  R.  Co.,  asks  me  to  submit  the  following  correspondence  to  you  in  reference 
to  a  trouble  that  has,  and  still  exists,  at  this  p«»int  between  the  Wabash  and  Q.  O. 
&  K.  C.  R.  R.  as  to  switching  of  cars  and  the  rate  of  switching  at  this  place  : 

1st.    The  refusal  on  part  of  the  Wabash  to  switch  the  Q.  O.  &  K.  C.  cars. 

2d.  That  $5  is  too  great  a  burden  for  switching,  and  that  $2.50  would  be 
reasonable  and  remunerative,  fair  and  just. 

Mr  Evatt  thought  all  that  would  be  necessary  to  enable  you  to  pass  upon  the 
rights  of  the  two  companies  and  regulate  the  matter  in  dispute  would  be  to  sub- 
mit the  enclosed  correspondence  to  you,  in  which  t  take  it  that  each  company  fully 
states  its  own  side.  Should  you  deem  the  enclosed  not  sufficient,  or  a  compliance 
with  the  practice  before  you,  and  that  if  you  require  formal  pleadings,  I  will  pre- 
pare such,  but  would  have  to  have  the  enclosed  correspondence  returned  to  me. 
However,  1  trust  that  your  attention  having  been  called  to  this  matter  before, 
and  part  of  your  Board  having  been  upon  the  grounds  and  know  the  exact  condi- 
tions of  the  case,  that  no  further  attention  on  the  part  of  the  Q.  O.  &  K.  C.  R. 
R.  Co.  will  be  required  for  you  at  once  and  forever  settle  this  little  unpleasantness, 
growing  purely  out  of  a  matter  of  business.  Truly  yours, 

F.  M.  Harrington, 
Att'y  for  R'y  Co. 
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Kirksville,  May  15,  1893. 
F.  W.  E.:    Wabash  agent  says  that  Mr.  Jennings,  of  the  Wabash,  refuses 
to  allow  their  trains  to  switch  the  car  corn  for  Kellogg  &  Hamilton.    This  is  all  I 
can  get  out  of  him.    He  will  give  me  no  written  statement  to  this  effect. 

Yours  truly, 

J.  F.  G.  A. 

Mr.  S.  B.  Knight,  G.  F.  A.  The  Wabash  R.  R.  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Please  note  attached  from  our  agent  at  Kirksville  to  your  company 
refusing  to  switch  a  car-load  of  grain  from  our  depot  to  Keilogg  &  Hamilton's  track 
at  that  place  recently,  after  we  had  made  request  to  have  the  car  switched,  and 
proper  amount  would  have  been  paid  for  such  service. 

Would  be  glad  to  have  you  advise  me  if  it  is  your  intention  to  refuse  to  do 
any  switching  of  this  kind  at  Kirksville  for  us  ?  1  was  under  the  impression  that 
after  my  interview  with  you  upon  this  subject  some  time  ago,  that  the  rewould  be 
no  occasion  for  complaints  of  this  nature  in  the  future.  It  appears,  however,  that 
your  Mr.  Jennings  will  not  allow  your  crews  to  do  any  switching  for  us  when  re- 
quests of  this  nature  are  made,  aud  I  would  be  pleased  to  have  you  advise  soon  as 
possible  and  oblige.  Yours  truly, 

F.  W.  Evatt,  G.  F.  A. 

Moberly,  Mo  ,  May  27,  1893. 

S.  B.  Knight,  Esq.,  G.  F.  A.,  St.  Louis: 

Dear  Sir— Returning  letter  herewith  from  Mr.  F.  W.  Evatt,  and  answering 
your  notation  of  the  26  inst.  thereon,  will  pay  that  1  positively  refused  to  have  this 
car  switched  at  Kirksville  from  the  Q.,  O.  &  K.  C.  track  to  Kellcgg  &  Hamilton's 
grain-house. 

You  will  remember  that  it  has  been  but  a  short  time  since  we  had  a  car-load 
of  implements  from  Chicago  ordered  routed  via  our  line,  which  the  C,  B.  &  Q. 
and  Q.,  O.  A  K.  C.  stole  by  agreeing  to  pay  the  cartage  at  Kirksville,  which  car 
they  asked  to  switch  to  Kellogg  &  Hamilton's  implement  house  on  our  siding,  and 
I  refused  to  allow  it  to  be  done.  Mr.  Lund  afterward  ordered  me  to  have  the  car 
switched,  and  the  Q.,  O.  &  K.  C.  paid  the  switching  charge  of  five  dollars.  Is^id 
to  Mr.  Lund  at  the  time  that  an  opportunity  had  only  to  present  itself  for  the  same 
thing  to  occur  again,  and  now  we  have  it. 

This  car  of  corn  was  ordered  from  St.  Joe  parties  via  A.,  T.  &  S.  F.  and 
Wabash.  The  grain  company's  excuse  for  routing  it  via  C,  R.  I.  &  P.  and  Q., 
O.  &  K.  C.  was  that  they  could  not  secure  satisfactory  rates  via  A.,  T.  &  S.  F. 
and  Wabash.  This  is  an  evidence  to  my  mind  that  there  is  a  pull  against  the 
Wabash  somewhere  or  other,  and  refusing  to  switch  the  car  was  the  only  means  I 
had  of  protecting  our  interests  in  the  matter.  If  the  Q.,  O.  &  K.  C.  want  to  reach 
Kellcgg  &  Hamilton's,  they  have  my  permission  to  build  their  track  down  to  that 
firm's  house,  and  unless  you  order  me  to  switch  this  and  other  cars,  I  shall  decline 
to  switch  any  cars  for  them  under  such  circumstances.      Yours  truly, 

W.  B  Jennings. 

£t.  Louis,  Mo.,  May  29,  1893. 
F.  W.  Evatt,  Esq.,  G.  F.  Ag't  Q. ,  O.  &  K.  C.  R'y  Co.,  Quincy,  111.: 

Dear  Sir— Please  note  attached  letter  from  our  Mr.  W.  B.  Jennings,  who  is 
of  the  opinion  (which  be  emphatically  expresses)  that  a  disturbance  of  the  agreed 
rate  was  the  reason  for  this  car  of  corn  having  arrived  at  Kirksville  by  the  Q. ,  O. 
<fc  K.  C.  road.    Will  you  please  explain  this  point  ?         Yours  truly, 

S.  B.  Knight. 
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Quincy,  111.,  June  1,  1893. 

Messrs.  Kellogg  &  Hamilton,  Kirksville,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen — We  are  charged  by  The  Wabash  R.  R.  Co.  of  securing  business 
for  you  by  agreeing  to  pay  cartage  charges  at  Kirksville.  As  I  have  no  knowledge 
of  such  an  arrangement,  I  would  thank  you  for  your  statement  of  the  facts  in  con- 
nection with  this  business.  It  is  claimed  that  a  shipment  of  agricultural  imple- 
ments from  Chicago  in  April,  1893,  was  routed  by  you,  care  of  the  Wabash,  which 
the  C.  B.  &  Q.  and  this  road  stole  by  agreeing  to  pay  cartage  at  your  place.  Be 
kind  enough  to  give  me  the  desired  information  soon  as  possible  and  oblige, 

^ours  truly, 

F.  W.  Evatt,  G.  F.  A. 

Kirksville,  Mo.  ,  June  1,  1893. 
We  herein  make  statement  that  the  routing  of  car  18017,  C.  B.  &  Q.,  from 
Chicago,  April  4,  was  not  routed  in  care  of  any  road  by  us.  It  was  received  by 
Q. ,  O.  &  K.  C.  on  April  7,  and  not  switched  until  April  22.  The  Q. ,  O.  <fc  K.  C. 
have  not  agreed  to  pay  any  switch  or  cartage  charges  to  us  for  any  business  from 
any  point  in  order  to  secure  business  from  us.  Kellogg  &  Hamilton. 

•  Quincy,  III.,  June  3,  1893. 

Mr.  W.  C.  Staley,  Commercial  Agent,  C,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  R.,  St.  Joe,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir — Would  beg  to  advise  you  that  we  received  at  Kirksville,  Mo  ,  a  car- 
load grain  billed  from  St.  Joe,  Mo.,  May  9,  way-bill  KC.  5,  car  No.  17711,  C,  R. 
I.  &  P. ,  consigned  to  Kellogg  &  Hamilton,  Kirksville. 

It  is  claimed  by  the  Wabash  Railroad  Company  that  this  car  freight  was 
ordered  via  the  A.,  T.  <&  S.  F.,  care  the  Wabash,  and  the  grain  company's  excuse 
for  routing  via  our  respective  lines  was  because  satisfactory  rates  could  not  be 
procured  via  A.,  T.  &  S.  F.  and  Wabash.  We  are  therefore  charged  with  cutting 
agreed  rates,  and  I  am  asked  for  an  explanation.  1  will  be  obliged  to  you  if  you 
will  give  me  the  circumstances  connected  with  this  car  of  freight  being  routed  via 
your  line  and  ours,  as  soon  as  possible,  and  oblige, 

Yours  truly, 

F.  W.  Evatt,  G.  F.  A. 

St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  June  5,  1893. 
Mr.  F.  W.  Evatt,  Gen*l  Frt.  Agt.  Q.,  O.  &  K.  C.  R.  R.,  Quincy,  111.: 

Dear  Sir— Replying  to  your  favor  of  June  3,  regarding  car  17711-C,  with  corn 
for  Kellogg  &  Hamilton,  Kirksville,  Mo.  This  car  originated  at  Home,  Kas.,  on 
the  St.  Joseph  &  Grand  Island,  and  was  reconsigned  at  St.  Joseph  to  Kirksville. 
The  rate  Home,  Kas.,  to  Quincy  or  St.  Louis  is  16c  cwt.,  and  reconsigning  at  St. 
Joseph  allowed  the  line  St.  Joseph  to  Quincy  on  regular  divisions  10$c  and  pro- 
tected through  rate  of  16c  Home  to  Quincy.  Kirksville  being  an  intermediate 
point  could  not  be  charged  higher.  Yours  truly, 

W.  C.  Staley. 

Quincy,  III.,  June  10,  1893. 

Mr.  C.  E.  Soule,  Superintendent,  Building: 

Dear  Sir— Would  beg  to  call  your  attention  to  correspondence  attached  regard- 
ing switching  of  our  cars  received  at  Kirksville,  Mo.,  over  this  road  and  consigned 
to  parties  located  on  the  Wabash  R.  R.  Co.'s  tracks. 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  traflic  department  of  the  Wabash  refuse  to  allow  such 
cars  of  freight  to  be  switched  to  such  sidings,  and  they  offer  as  a  reason  for  this, 
that  the  freight  should  have  been  received  over  the  rails  of  the  Wabash  R.  R.,  and 
that  the  business  was  secured  by  us  and  our  connections  by  our  cutting  rates,  etc 
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The  attached  papers  establish  the  fact  that  such  was  not  the  case,  and  the  state- 
ment from  Kellogg  &  Hamilton,  one  of  the  firms  at  Kirksville  for  whom  a  car-load 
agricultural  implements  was  received,  and  Wabash  refused  to  switch  to  their  place 
of  business,  until  quite  a  while  after  same  had  reached  destination,  shows  that  the 
shipment  was  not  routed  by  consignees;  and,  in  fact,  they  did  not  know  that  the 
car  was  shipped  until  it  reched  Kirksville.  Regarding  the  car  of  grain  from  St. 
Joe,  would  invite  your  attention  to  letter  from  Mr.  W.  C.  Staley,  Com'l  Agent  C, 
R.  I.  &  P.  R.  R.  Co.,  St.  Joe,  under  date  of  the  5th  inst ,  showing  basis  upon 
which  freight  was  billed;  which  also  establishes  the  fact  that  the  agreed  rates  were 
not  interfered  with,  and  business  was  handled  upon  basis  of  regular  tariff  rate  from 
point  of  origin,  i.  e.  Home,  Kansas,  on  the  St.  J.  &  Gr.  I.  R.  R.,  and  no  arrange- 
ment had  been  made  to  reduce  this  rate. 

The  situation  is  such  at  Kirksville,  that  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  do  business  in 
a  satisfactory  manner,  and  I  would  ask  if  we  are  to  submit  to  the  ruling  established 
by  the  Wabash  in  regard  to  switching  freight  received  via  this  road,  when  for 
parties  located  on  sidings  of  the  Wabash.  Yours  truly, 

F.  W.  Evatt,  G.  F.  A. 

August  10,  189:3 — Matter  was  referred  to  Mr.  Knight,  Freight 
Traffic  Manager  Wabash  railroad,  as  follows  : 

The  matter  of  switching  of  cars  from  the  Q  ,  O.  &  K.  C.  R.  R.  to  the  Wabash 
tracks  at  Kirksville,  and  charges  for  same,  has  again  been  taken  up  by  the  Q.,  O. 
&  K.  C.  Co. 

I  am  instructed  to  Inquire  whether  an  arrangement  can  be  made  with  the 
Wabash  Company  so  that  the  said  switching  at  Kirksville  may  be  done  by  the  Q  , 
O.  &  K.  C.  engines  for  a  reasonable  charge  for  use  of  Wabash  tracks,  such  charge 
to  be  prescribed  by  the  Commissioners.  If  no  arrangement  can  be  made,  it  will 
be  necessary  to  have  a  formal  hearing  of  the  matter. 

Answer  received  August  14  as  follows  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Aug.  12,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Esq.,  Sec'y  K.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 
Dear  Sir— I  have  yours  of  the  10th  inst.,  in  relation  to  switching  at  Kirks- 
ville, Mo. 

I  will  make  some  investigation  as  to  the  conditions  at  that  point  and  confer 
with  you  in  detail  later  on.  Yours  truly, 

M.  Knight,  F.  T.  M. 

Sept  14,  1893 — The  following  was  received: 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Sept.  13,  1893. 
James  Harding  Esq.,  Sec'y  Mo,  R.  R.  and  "W.  H.  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— L  have  delayed  making  definite  reply  to  yours  of  the  10th  ultimo,  in 
order  that  I  might  make  careful  investigation  as  to  the  conditions  existing  at 
Kirksville,  and  if  possible  arrive  at  some  equitable  solution  of  the  question 
involved . 

The  truth  of  the  matter  is,  as  I  understand  it,  the  Q  ,  O.  &  K.  C.  have  yards 
at  Kirksville,  but  they  are  not  as  conveniently  located  with  reference  to  the  busi- 
ness portion  of  the  city  as  the  Wabash  tracks.  Implement  dealers  at^Kirksville  pre- 
fer their  freight  via  Wabash,  on  account  of  convenience  in  unloading. 
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The  Q.,  O.  &  K.  C.  recently  received  a  car-load  of  agricultural  implements 
from  Chicago  to  Kirksville,  which,  as  I  understand,  was  ordered  via  Wabash,  by- 
agreeing  to  pay  the  switching  charge  at  Kiiksville;  or,  in  other  words,  agreeing 
to  make  the  delivery  on  our  line ;  and  under  these  circumstances,  the  shipment 
was  given  to  their  line. 

This  is  purely  a  business  transaction,  and  if  the  above  company  expects  to 
take  business  from  us  which  legitimately  belongs  to  us,  they  should  be  willing  to 
forego  any  local  disability  which  they  encounter  at  the  Kirksville  end. 

I  do  not  believe  your  honorable  body  expects  us  to  provide  terminal  facilities 
to  enable  the  Q  ,  O.  &  K.  C.  to  rob  us  of  business  that  is  ours  by  right.  The  con- 
signees are  in  nowise  injured,  because  they  can  avail  themselves  of  our. superior 
advantages  by  letting  the  freight  come  our  way,  which  they  are  perfectly  willing 
to  do. 

There  is  another  subsequent  complaint,  which  I  presume  causes  the  last  com- 
plaint :  A  car  of  corn  from  St.  Joseph,  Mo. ,  routed  originally  via  our  line,  in  con- 
nection with  the  A. ,  T.  &  S.  F. ,  for  some  reason  or  other  was  turned  over  to  the 
Q. ,  O.  &  K.  C.  at  Trenton,  to  be  likewise  delivered  on  our  track. 

We  have  conferred  with  our  legal  department,  and  have  reached  the  conclu- 
sion that  we  will  handle  the  car  load  shipments  which  the  Q.,  O.  &  K.  C.  desire 
to  deliver  from  our  tracks  for  a  fixed  charge  of  $5  per  car.  We  will  perform  the 
service  with  our  own  engines  and  crews.  The  Q,  O.  &  K.  C.  is  not  entitled  to 
run  its  engines  over  our  tracks  to  do  the  switching  itself;  or  in  other  words,  we 
prefer  to  do  the  business  for  our  line  which  we  are  ourselves  equipped  for  doing. 

Trusting  that  this  will  be  satisfactory,  I  remain,  etc., 

Yours  very  truly, 

M.  Knight,  F.  T.  M. 

Sept.  14, 1893 — The  Board  took  up  the  matter  of  switching  charges 
at  Kirksville,  Mo.,  and  the  following  action  was  taken : 

Sept.  14,  1893. 

In  the  matter  of  complaint  of  the  Quincy,  Omaha  &  Kansas  City  R'y  Co.  vs. 
the  Wabash  R.  R.  Co.  on  account  of  alleged  unreasonable  switching  charges. 

The  Commissioners  having  taken  up  and  fully  considered  the  matters  pertain- 
ing to  the  above  complaint,  hereby  order  that  from  and  after  Monday,  27th  Sept. 
inst.,  the  charges  for  switching  cars  to  and  from  the  tracks  of  the  Wabash  railroad 
and  the  Quincy,  Omaha  &  Kansas  City  railway  at  Kirksville,  Mo.,  must  not  exceed 
two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  ($2.50)  per  car. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Board  is  hereby  instructed  to  notify  the  proper  officers 
of  the  said  companies  of  the  foregoing  action. 

Copies  of  above  order  were  mailed  to  F.  M.  Harrington  and  Mr. 
Knight,  Sept,  14,  1893. 


December  16 — The  following  was  received : 

St.  Joseph,  Mo..  Dec.  14,  1893. 
To  the  Hon.  State  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— We  are  owners  of  the  St.  Joseph  public  elevator.  We  buy  grain 
on  all  roads  running  into  St.  Joseph.  Grain  is  billed  to  us  local  St.  Joseph,  and  on 
its  arrival  here  some  of  the  roads  refuse  to  set  it  to  the  elevator,  which  is  located 
on  leased  land  owned  by  the  Hannibal  road,  although  we  agree  to  pay  switching 
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charges.  They  (the  roads  hauling  the  grain)  ask  us  to  set  cars  to  their  road,  pay 
$1.75  for  transfer  and  $2  switching  per  car  and  they  will  deliver.  Will  you  please 
advise  if  there  i3  any  remedy  for  this  exaction,  and  if  so,  kindly  suggest  it. 

Truly, 
Gregg  Bros.  Grain  Co. 

Per  J.  C.  Gregg,  Pres. 

Answered  same  day  as  follows: 

*  *  *  The  Commissioners  have  no  jurisdiction  in  matters  of  this  char- 
acter, excepting  in  case  of  discriminations  made  in  the  delivery  of  grain.  But 
the  law  is  plain  as  regards  the  duty  of  railroads  in  the  delivery  of  freights,  and 
especially  as  regards  grain.  Please  see  sections  2589,  2617,  2618,  2619  and  2620, 
Revised  Statute3.  1889,  which  you  will  find  in  the  16th  annual  report  of  this  Board, 
mailed  you  herewith.  The  Commissioners  hold  that  under  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 2636,  a  reasonable  charge  can  be  made  by  any  railroad  company  for  the  use  of 
its  tracks  or  facilities  by  another  company.  But  if  grain  is  shipped  and  receipted 
for  on  a  specified  rate  for  delivery  to  a  certain  place,  the  railroad  company  so 
receiving  and  receipting  must  deliver  grain  according  to  contract,  without  addi- 
tional charge  to  shipper  or  consignee. 


December  21,  1893  —The  following  was  received,  with  a  copy  of  the 
order  of  the  Board,  regarding  switching  charges  at  Kirksville : 

Quincy,  111.,  Dec.  19,  1893. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Secretary  of  the  Board,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir— Would  beg  to  invite  your  attention  to  copy  of  proceedings  attached 
Telative  to  switching  charges  at  Kirksville,  Mo. ,  when  freight  is  handled  between 
this  road  and  the  Wabash  at  that  place.  When  the  matter  was  referred  to  you, 
loaded  cars  were  in  dispute  only,  and  while  1  take  it  that  your  ruling  is  intended 
to  cover  loaded  cars,  and  not  empties,  I  write  to  have  your  definite  instructions 
given,  so  as  to  prevent  any  possible  misunderstanding  that  might  arise  in  handling 
business  at  that  point  between  our  line  and  the  Wabash.  For  instance,  we  should 
want  to  have  one  or  more  of  our  empty  car3  loaded  on  a  siding  belonging  to  the 
Wabash  at  some  point  to  be  reached  over  this  road.  The  understanding  is  that  the 
charge  is  to  be  $2  50  per  car  for  switching  service  performed,  is  it  not  ?  That  is, 
the  empty  is  to  be  set  to  be  loaded  and  the  loaded  car  returned  to  us  for  this 
amount.  Would  be  pleased  to  have  your  views  upon  this  point  as  soon  as  con- 
venient, as  we  do  not  want  to  be  charged  for  having  empties  set  in  to  be  loaded, 
as  well  as  for  the  loads  returned.    Your-  prompt  reply  will  very  much  oblige, 

Yours  truly, 

F.  W.  Evatt. 

Answered  same  day  as  follows: 

*  *  *  The  words  in  the  order  of  the  Board  made  Sept.  14,  1893,  in  regard 
to  establishing  switching  charge  at  Kirksville,  as  follows:  *  *  *  "the 
charges  for  switching  cars  to  and  from  the  tracks  of  the  Wabash  railroad  and  the 
Quincy,  Omaha  &  Kansas  City  railway,  at  Kirksville,  Mo.,  must  not  exceed  two 
dollars  and  fifty  cents  ($2  50)  per  car,"  were  intended  to  cover  the  entire  service 
for  loaded  and  empty  cars. 
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January  18 — The  following  was  received  : 

Chillicothe,  Mo.,  Jan.  1,  1894. 
To  the  Hon.  Chairman  and  Gentlemen  of  the  Board  of  R.  R.  Corn's  ef  Missouri:: 
Gentlemen — We  wish  to  bring  to  your  notice,  and  also  make  a  complaint  as 
to  the  excessive  switch  charges  charged  us  by  the  Wabash  R.  R.  Co.  here  at  Chil- 
licothe,  as  shown  by  bill  hereto  attached.  The  distance  is  not  one-quarter  of  a 
mile,  and  we  think  $1  per  car  would  be  plenty,  and  $2  per  car  big  pay.  Now  we 
ask  you  gentlemen  to  have  same  regulated,  and  also  ask  that  you  fix  the  charges 
at  a  reasonable  rate,  that  will  allow  us  to  live ;  and  we  also  ask  that  you  order  the 
Wabash  R.  R.  Co.  to  refund  to  us  all  excess  charges  on  cars  transferred  the  past 
three  months  more  than  the  rate  you  fix,  for  which  we  will  be  thankful. 

Yours  respectfully, 

Scruby  Bros.  G.  &  I.  Co. 

Answered  January  19,  as  follows : 

*  *  ■*  *  The  matter  has  been  referred  to  Mr.  Knight,  Traffic  Manager 
Wabash  R.  R.  Co. ,  for  his  attention.  The  Commissioners  think  a  satisfactory  ad- 
justment of  the  complaint  can  be  had  without  delay. 

Your  receipt  is  enclosed  herewith. 

January  19,  1894 — Following  was  written  Mr.  M.  Knight,  Freight 
Traffic  Manager  Wabash  E.  R. : 

Scruby  Brothers,  of  Chillicothe,  complain  of  the  charges  for  switching  cars 
at  that  point  by  the  Wabash  R.  R.  Co.  as  being  excessive.  A  receipt  for  charges 
paid  by  them  shows  a  charge  of  $5  per  car  for  a  distance  of  less  than  one  quarter 
of  a  mile.  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  to  the  Commissioners  the  charge  of  $5 
seems  an  excessive  one  for  the  service  rendered.  For  a  similar  service  at  Clinton, 
Mo.,  the  Commissioners  prescribed  a  charge  of  $2  per  car,  which  they  also  con- 
sider as  reasonable  for  the  switching  service  at  Chillicothe,  and  which  they  recom- 
mend be  adopted  by  you.    Please  give  this  matter  your  attention. 

January  22 — Ths  following  reply  was  received: 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Jan.  20,  1894. 
Jas.  Harding,  Esq.,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 
Dear  Sir — I  am  in  receipt  of  your  favor  of  the  19th  inst.,  to  which  I  hasten  to 
reply. 

I  think  perhaps  you  are  not  fully  informed  as  to  the  actual  facts  in  the  case  at 
issue. 

The  grain  in  question  is  taken  by  the  C.,  B.  &  Q.  from  an  elevator  located  on 
our  tracks  at  Chillicothe,  in  competition  with  our  company,  and  if  we  are  cor- 
rectly advised,  the  C,  B.  &  Q.  absorb  the  $5  per  car,  and  it  may  be  considered  as  a 
proportion  of  a  through  rate  from  our  elevator.  I  may  be  misinformed  in  this, 
but  if  I  am  not,  the  statement  above  is  correct. 

The  C,  B.  &  Q.  and  our  company  are  competitors  at  Chillicothe,  and  our 
rates  are  supposed  to  be  the  same,  and  I  do  not  think  we  could  be  expected  to  give 
up  traffic  that  legitimately  belongs  to  us  without  some  reasonable  compensation; 
and  so  long  as  the  railroad  company  who  carries  the  property  absorbs  the  switch- 
ing, I  do  not  understand  that  the  complainants  are  in  any  way  injured  thereby. 

Yours  truly, 

M.  Knight,  F.  T.  M. 
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February  6,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Chillicothe,  Mo.,  February  1,  1S94. 

James  Cowgill,  Esq.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. 

Dear  Sir— We  wish  to  withdraw  our  grievance  filed  against  the  Wabash  R. 
R.  Co.  for  over-charge  made  by  them  for  switching  cars.  The  same  has  been  ad- 
justed satisfactory  to  us,  and  we  thank  you  and  the  Board  for  their  prompt  action 
in  our  behalf. 

We  are,  yours  respectfully, 

Sckuby  Bros.  G.  and  I.  Co., 

by  F.  Scroby,  Pres. 

Keceipt  acknowledged  and  following  written  Mr.  Knight,  Feb.  6: 

Scruby  brothers,  of  Chillicothe,  have  notified  this  Board  that  they  desire  to 
withdraw  their  complaint  regarding  switching  charges,  an  adjustment  having  been 
made  which  is  satisfactory  to  them.  The  complaint,  therefore,  by  order  of  the 
•Commissioners,  is  withdrawn. 


February  23,  1894 — The  following  was  received : 

Barry,  Mo.,  Feb.  20, 1894. 

T.  J.  Hennessey,  Chairman  Railroad  Commission  : 

Dear  Sir— We  are  ten  miles  north  of  Kansas  City,  on  K.  C.  &  A.  railroad.  We 
pay  $13.50  per  car  to  Kansas  City  stock-yards.  The  rate  on  this  road  is  $6  to  north 
K.  C.  and  $7.r>0  transfer  over  the  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  to  the  stock-yards.   The  H. 

St  Joe  makes  a  rate  from  Liberty  to  K.  C.  stock-yards  (15  miles)  for  $6.50.  The 
people  of  this  vicinity  want  to  know  if  there  is  no  way  of  getting  relief  through 
the  Railroad  Commission  from  this  extortion  and  robbery. 

Yours  truly, 

Thko.  K.  Gash. 

Answered  March  1,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  please,  if  possible,  forward  expense  bill  showing  division  of 
charges  as  between  the  several  companies  performing;the  service,  in  order  that  the 
matter  may  be  investigated.  The  over-charge  seems  to  be  in  the  switching  charge 
as  made  by  the  H.  &  St.  J.  R.  R. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Nothing  more  was  heard  regarding  the  matter. 


April  24 — The  following  letter  and  complaint  were  received: 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  April  23,  1894. 
To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— Enclosed  herewith  please  find  formal  complaint,  by  the  Kansas 
City  &  Atlantic  R'y  Co.,  as  well  as  Mr.  Gentry,  Mr.  Patterson  and  other  residents 
of  Clay  county,  Missouri,  against  the  Kansas  City,  St.  Joe  &  Council  Bluffs  R'y  Co. 
and  St.  Joseph  R'y  Co.  The  complaint  has  relation  to  unreasonable  and  unjust 
•charges  made  for  switching  purposes,  as  we  contend,  from  North  Kansas  City  to 
Kansas  City,  by  the  defendant  companies. 

Kindly  advise  when  hearing  can  be  had  in  the  matter  and  where,  and  greatly 
oblige,  Very  respectfully  yours, 

Thomas  R.  Morrow,  Solicitor. 
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Before  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  of  the 
State  of  Missouri. 

Oliver  P.  Gentry  and  W.  E.  Patterson,  a  partnership  doing  business  in  the  name 
and  style  of  Patterson  &  Gentry,  E.  W.  Mann,  R.  P.  Russell,  and  Kansas  City 
&  Atlantic  Railroad  Company,  Complainants, 
vs. 

Kansas  City,  St.  Joseph  &  Council  Bluffs  Railroad  Company,  and  Hannibal  &  St. 
Joseph  Railroad  Company,  Respondents. 

To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Missouri: 
The  undersigned  complainants  respectfully  represent  and  show  that  complain- 
ants Oliver  P.  Gentry  and  W.  H.  Patterson  are  partners  engaged  in  the  milling 
business  at  Smithville,  Clay  county,  Missouri,  in  the  name  of  Patterson  &  Gentry  ; 
that  complainant  E.  W.  Mann  is  engaged  in  the  lumber  business  in  said  town  of 
Smithville;  that  complainant  R.  P.  Russell  is  engaged  in  the  business  of  buying 
and  shipping  live-stock  from  Smithville  ;to  the  Kansas  City  Stock  Yards  at  Kansas 
City,  Missouri ;  that  complainant  Kansas  City  <fc  Atlantic  Railroad  Company,  and 
defendants  the  Kansas  City,  St.  Joseph  &  Council  Bluffs  Railroad  Company  and 
Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Company,  are  all  railroad  corporations  organized 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  owning  and  operating  railroads  in  said 
state  as  follows : 

That  said  complainant  Kansas  City  and  Atlantic  Railroad  Company  owns  and 
operates  a  railroad  runniDg  from  Smithvilie,  in  Clay  county,  Missouri,  to  a  point 
in  section  twenty-three  (  23  ),  township  fifty  (  50  )  north,  range  thirty -three  ( 33  ) 
west,  in  said  county,  at  or  opposite  to  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  and  called  North 
Kansas  City;  that  defendant  Hannibal  and  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Company  owns 
and  operates  a  railroad  running  from  the  city  of  Hannibal.  Missouri,  on  the  eastern 
boundary  of  said  State,  to  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on  the  western  boundary  of  said 
state,  and  has  a  station  or  point  on  its  line  of  railroad  in  said  section  twenty- three 
(  23),  township  fifty  (50)  north,  range  thirty-three  (  33)  west,  in  Clay  county,  Mis- 
souri, called  North  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  which  said  point  is  inside  of  what  is- 
called  the  yard  limits  of  said  Hannibal  and  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Company  at  Kan- 
sas City,  Missouri;  that  complainant  Kansas  City  and  Atlantic  Railroad  Company 
has  a  switch  track  connection  between  its  line  of  railroad  and  the  line  of  said  Han- 
nibal and  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Company,  connecting  the  station  North  Kansas  City 
on  the  line  of  railroad  of  complainant  with  the  station  North  Kansas  City  on  the 
line  of  railroad  of  defendant  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Company;  that  de- 
fendant Kansas  City,  St.  Joseph  &  Council  Bluffs  Railroad  Company  owns  and 
operates  aline  of  railroad  running  from  the  city  of  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  to  Harlem 
station  in  Clay  county,  Missouri ;  that  the  raiiroads,  of  said  defendant  Kansas 
City,  St.  Joseph  &  Council  Bluffs  Railroad  Company  and  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph 
Railroad  Company  as  aforesaid,  are,  in  connection  with  other  lines  of  railroad  in 
and  out  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  operated  together  or  in  connection  as  one  system 
of  railroad,  the  exact  nature  of  which  relation  existing  between  said  companies, 
complainants  are  not  informed  and  cannot  state,  but  complainants  say  that  all 
trains  of  said  defendant  Kansas  City,  St.  Joseph  &  Council  Bluffs  Railroad  Com- 
pany arriving  or  departing  from  said  Harlem  station  in  Clay  county  use  the  rail- 
road bridge  and  tracks  of  defendant  Hannibal  &  St,  Joseph  Railroad  Company, 
running  from  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  to  said  Harlem  station. 

And  your  complainants  further  show  to  your  honorable  Board  that  both  of  said 
defendant  companies  own  and  operate  extensive  railroad  terminal  yards  and 
-witches  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  thereby  making  connections  with  other  import- 
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ant  lines  of  railroad  centering  at  Kansas  City,  and  reaching  many  important  places 
in  Kansas  City,  and  among  others  the  yards  of  the  Kansas  City  Live  Stock  Com- 
pany ;  that  said  defendant  Kansas  City,  St.  Joseph  &  Council  Bluffs  Railroad  Com- 
pany has  a  switch  track  connection  at  Harlem  Station,  Clay  county,  Missouri,  with 
the  tracks  and  yards  of  said  defendant  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Company 
at  the  said  North  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  the  line  of  railroad  of  the  latter  company. 
All  of  which  said  lines  of  railroad,  stations,  yards,  switch  tracks  and  connections, 
together  with  the  terminal  yards  and  facilities  of  defendant  companies,  will  more 
fully  appear  from  the  maps  and  plats  accompanying  this  complaint,  and  herewith 
filed,  and  which  complainants  pray  may  be  taken  as  a  part  hereof. 

Your  complainants  further  state  that  prior  to  the  10th  day  of  January,  1891, 
the  charge  made  by  defendanr>Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  Railroad  company  for  trans- 
ferring a  car  of  live-stock  from  the  railroad  switch-track  connection  betveen  the 
linesof  railroad  of  complainant  Kansas  City  &  Atlantic  Railroad  Company,  and  de- 
fendant Hannibal  and  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Company,  at  the  stations  North  Kansas 
City,  as  aforeeaid,  to  the  stock-yards  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  was  $5;  and  that  prior 
to  said  last  mentioned  date  the  charge  made  by  defendant  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph 
Railroad  Company  for  transferring  a  car  of  freight,  other  than  live  stock,  from 
points  on  its  own  line  and  terminal  yards  and  switches  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  as 
shown  on  the  maps  and  plats  herewith  filed  and  hereinbefore  referred  to,  to  the 
railroad  switch  track  or  connection  between  the  lines  of  railroad  of  complainant 
Kansas  City  &  Atlantic  Railroad  Company  and  the  line  of  railroad  of  defendant 
Hannibal  <fe  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Company  at  North  Kansas  City,  as  hereinbefore 
described,  and  vice  versa,  was  the  sum  of  $5;  that  on  or  about  said  date  defendant 
arbitrarily,  unjustly,  illegally,  and  with  intent,  as  complainants  believe,  to  injure 
the  business  of  complainant  Kansas  City  &  Atlantic  Railroad  Company,  raised  said 
charge  for  transferring  a  car-load  of  live  stock  from  the  point  aforesaid  to  the  point 
aforesaid,  from  said  sum  of  $5  per  car  to  the  sum  of  $7.50  per  car;  and  ever  since 
said  time  and  until  the  26th  day  of  January,  1894,  refused  to  perform  said  service 
for  less  than  the  charge  last  above  specified,  and  until  said  date  demanded  and  re- 
ceived such  sum  for  said  service,  to  the  great  damage  and  injury  of  all  the  com- 
plainants herein ;  and  your  complainants  further  say  that  said  charge  so  made  for 
said  service  was  arbitrary,  unreasonable  and  unjust. 

And  your  complainants  further  show  that  thereafter,  to  wit :  on  said  26th 
day  of  January,  1894,  the  defendant  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  Company  again  arbi- 
trarily, unjustly,  illegally,  and  with  the  intent,  as  complainants  believe,  to  further 
injure  the  business  of  complainant  Kansas  City  and  Atlantic  Railroad  Company, 
again  raised  or  increased  the  charge  for  transferring  a  car  of  freight,  other  than 
live-stock  from,  said  switch  track  connection  between  the  line  of  railroad  of  com- 
plainant Kansas  City  and  Atlantic  Railroad  Company,  and  the  line  of  railroad  of 
defendant  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Company,  at  said  station  North  Kansas 
City,  aforesaid,  to  points  on  its  own  line  of  railroad  and  terminal  yards  and 
switches  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  from  said  sum  of  $5  per  car  to  the  tariff  rates  as 
shown  by  the  tariff  schedule  hereto  attached  and  marked  Exhibit  A,  and  made  a 
part  hereof,  which  said  tariff  rates  are  in  excess  of  said  sum  of  $5  per  car  thereto- 
fore charged,  and  since  said  last  mentioned  date  has  demanded  and  received  and 
continues  now  to  demand  and  receive  said  rates  for  so  transferring  a  car  of  freight 
other  than  live-stock,  to  the  great  damage  and  injury  of  all  the  complainants  ;  and 
your  complainants  further  show  and  state  that  said  tariff  rates  for  such  services  in 
so  transferring  a  car  of  freight  other  than  live-stock  between  the  points  named 
and  vice,  versa  are  unjust  and  unreasonable,  in  excess  of  the  rates  and  charges 
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charged  other  railroads,  persons  and  corporations  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  for  similar 
services,  and  in  excess  of  the  rates  charged  by  other  railroad  companies  for  similar 
services  rendered  by  them. 

The  complainants,  other  than  Kansas  City  &  Atlantic  Railroad  Co.,  show  to 
your  honorable  Board  that  they  are  all  engaged  in  business,  and  as  such  are  ship- 
pers of  freight  over  the  line  of  railroad  of  their  co-complainant,  Kansas  City  & 
Atlantic  Railroad  Co. 

Wherefore,  complainants  ask  your  honorable  Board  to  order  that  said  unrea- 
sonable charges  as  now  demanded  and  received  by  the  defendants  Hannibal  &  St. 
Joseph  Railroad  Co.  and  Kansas  City,  St.  Joseph  &  Council  Bluffs  Railroad  Co.,  be 
discontinued ;  that  your  honorable  Board  order  that  said  defendants  charge  for 
such  services  the  following  charges,  and  none  other,  to  wit : 

The  sum  of  $5  for  transferring  a  car  of  live-stock  from  said  switch  track  or 
connection  at  North  Kansas  City,  as  aforesaid,  to  the  Kansas  City  stock-yards,  and 
vice  versa. 

The  sum  of  $3  for  transferring  a  car  of  freight,  other  than  live-stock,  from 
said  switch  track  or  connection  at  North  Kansas  City,  as  aforesaid,  to  points  on 
the  lines  of  railroad  and  terminal  yards  and  switches  of  defendants  in  Kansas  City, 
Mo.;  and  that  defendants  be  ordered  and  compelled  to  desist  from  making  said 
illegal,  unjust  and  unreasonable  charges  and  discriminations,  and  be  ordered  to 
comply  with  the  statutes  in  such  case  made  and  provided. 

Oliver  P.  Gentry, 
W.  H.  Patterson, 
E.  Williams, 
R.  P.  Russell, 
By  their  attorney,  Thomas  R.  Morrow. 

Kansas  City  &  Atlantic  R.  R.  Co. , 
By  Thomas  R.  Morrow,  Solicitor. 

April  14,  1894 — Eeceipt  of  foregoing  was  acknowledged,  and  the 
matter  was  referred  to  Howard  Elliott,  G.  F.  A.,  etc.,  as  follows  : 

Enclosed  herewith  you  will  find  formal  complaint  of  excessive  transfer  charges, 
filed  today  in  this  office,  and  to  which  your  attention  is  requested.  The  Commis- 
sioners instruct. me  to  state  that  in  their  opinion  the  rates  complained  of  are  un- 
reasonable, and  they  recommend  their  reduction.  Should  you  desire,  however,  to 
be  heard  by  the  Commissioners  to  show  cause  why  the  rates  complained  of  should 
not  be  reduced,  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  upon  notification  by  you  of  your  de- 
sire for  such  hearing,  the  Commissioners  will  appoint  a  day  on  which  both  parties 
to  the  complaint  can  be  present  and  formal  hearing  of  the  matter  had. 

April  28 — The  following  was  received  : 

St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  April  27,  1804. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  of  R.  R.  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— I  have  your  letter  of  April  24,  enclosing  a  formal  complaint  filed  in 
your  office  about  certain  local  rates  between  Kansas  City  and  North  Kansas  City. 

We  certainly  shall  desire  to  have  a  hearing  before  the  Commissioners,  if  they 
intend  to  render  a  decision  in  this  case.  I  think,  however,  that  satisfactory  ar- 
rangements can  be  made  with  the  gentlemen  making  the  complaint,  so  that  the 
Commissioners'  time  and  thought  need  not  be  taken  up  with  what  is  rather  an 
unimportant  matter. 
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If  we  cannot  arrange  the  matter,  we  shall  certainly  desire  to  present  our 
views  to  your  honorable  Board.  Yours  truly, 

Howaed  Elliott. 

April  29 — The  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  April  28,  1894. 
To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Corn's,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— Referring  to'matter  of  complaint  of  Kansas  City  &  Atlantic  Rail- 
road Company  et  al.  against  Hannibal  &  St.  Joe  railroad  et  al.,  would  say  that  am 
requested  by  the  representative  of  the  defendant  road  not  to  press  matter  to  hear- 
ing until  their  general  agent  can  arrive  here  and  have  opportunity  to  make  proper 
adjustment  of  the  matters  complained  of,  if  such  delay  will  not  prejudice  our  case 
or  inconvenience  the  Board.  I  have  no  objection  to  such  course,  and  will  advise 
you  next  week  whether  adjustment  has  been  madev 

Very  respectfully, 

Thomas  R.  Morrow, 
Solicitor  of  K.  C.  &  A.  R.  R.  Co. 
P.  S.    Enclosed  lind  copy  of  letter  received  from  defendant's  agent. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  April  27,  1894. 
Mr.  Thos.  Morrow,  care  of  Lathrop,  Morrow  &  Fox,  city  : 

Dear  Sir — Mr.  Howard  Elliott,  our  General  Freight  Agent,  wires  me  to  ask  if 
you  will  not  write  the  State  Board  of  Warehouse  and  Railroad  Commissioners,  re- 
questing them  to  suspend  action  on  your  complaint  until  he  can  get  here  and  talk 
over  a  proposition  to  make  your  line  with  you. 

He  states  that  he  can  probibly  be  here  the  first  of  next  week.  Kindly  advise 
if  you  will  do  this,  and  greatly  oblige,  Yours  truly, 

H.  L.  Harmon. 

Nothing  further  was  heard  from  complainant  regarding  the  matter, 
-and  it  is  the  understanding  that  it  has  been  satisfactorily  arranged  by 
the  parties  interested. 


May  11,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  May  10,  1894. 

Hon.  James  Harding,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  understand  from  Mr.  Wyndham,  of  the  firm  of  Wyndham  &  Gatch, 
that  theycre  bringing  suit  against  the  Rock  Island  for  switching  charges.  A  short 
time  since,  Mr.  Wyndham  showed  me  some  correspondence  he  had  had  with  the 
Railroad  Commissioners  relative  to  the  matter,  in  which  they  seemed  to  take  the 
stand  that  all  railroad  companies  are  compelled  to  make  one  delivery  free  of 
switching. 

As  the  Rock  Island  caught  me  last  fall  with  about  25  or  30  cars  of  grain  here, 
and,  without  any  previous  notice,  refused  to  set  them  to  a  connecting  line  without 
the  payment  of  switching  charges,  will  you  kindly  advise  me  what  is  your  under- 
standing in  regard  to  railroad  companies  being  compelled  to  make  one  delivery  free 
of  switching.  Yours  respectfully, 

F.  P.  Futvoye. 

Answered  same  day  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  The  following  extract  comprises  the  views  of  the  Board  regard- 
ing delivery  of  cars  at  terminal  points,  and  is  in  accordance  with  rules  now  in 
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force  at  Kansas  City,  and  which  were  approved  by  the  Board  in  August,  1893.  The 
Board  made  their  ruling  in  the  matter,  as  follows,  in  approval  of  rules  as  adjusted 
in  consequence  of  complaint  brought  by  the  Hay  Dealers'  Association  of  Kansas 
City: 

*  *  *  *  Allow  one  switch  free,  no  matter  whether  it  may  be  to  team 
track,  private  side-track  or  other  tracks.  If  cars  come  in  on  which  there  are  no 
previous  or  general  orders,  they  are  to  be  set  to  such  hold  track  as  railroad  com- 
pany may  choose,  but  are  not  considered  as  receiving  the  first  free  switch.  After 
the  first  'order  switch'  customary  rates  to  be  charged  for  switching  thereafter. 


DEMURRAGE. 

March  18,  1893— The  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  March  16,  1893. 
State  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  : 

Gentlemen— We  have  been  mining  coal  for  the  past  two  years,  and  the  rail- 
road company  has  been  charging  us  demurrage  for  failure  to  load  cars  within  the 
48  hours ;  and  such  demurrage  has  been  charged  in  addition  to  the  regular  rate  for 
carriage,  and  collected  at  destination.  We  think  "such  charge  unlawful.  Please 
give  us  your  views,  and  oblige,  Respectfully, 

W.  T.  Hopkins. 

Answered  March  21,  as  follows : 

*  *  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  charge  for  demurrage  for  fail- 
ure to  load  cars  within  forty-eight  hours  after  delivery  (not  including  Sundays)  is- 
in  accordance  with  rulings  of  the  Board  made  in  similar  cases. 


April  5,  1893— The  following  letter  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  April  4,  1893. 
Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Corn's,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,: 

Dear  Sir— Has  the  24  hours  for  unloading  grain  from  cars  on  team  track  in  the 
statutes  of  Missouri  been  construed  to  mean  24  consecutive  hours  (one  day  and  one 
night),  or  24  hours  of  daylight?  It  seems  to  us  that  the  nights  should  no  more  be 
taken  into  consideration  in  reckoning  this  24  hours  than  should  Sundays  or  holi- 
days, and  if  your  Board  or  the  Supreme  Court  have  made  any  rulings  on  that  point, 
kindly  a<Jvi3e  us  where  said  decision  can  be  found.  The  matter  of  the  Mo.  Pac. 
and  A. ,  T  &  S.  F.  R'ys  putting  all  hay  in  store  on  arrival  and  assessing  same  50 
cents  per  ton,  together  with  the  inconvenience  and  disadvantage  we  are  put  to,  is 
ruining  our  business,  and  unless  your  Board  has  jurisdiction  in  the  case  and  takes 
some  action  to  correct  this  systemmatic  robbery  at  an  early  date,  we  had  as  well 
shut  up  shop.  Yours  very  truly, 

Samuel  Hardin  &  Co. 

P.  S  —Please  say  if  the  24  hours  applies  to  hay,  car  lots,  and  other  commodi- 
ties unloaded  on  team  track.  H. 
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Answered  same  day  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  Section  2519,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  refers  especially  to 
grain  shipments,  and  the  time  in  which  cars  are  to  be  unloaded  is  plainly  stated, 
and  evidently  means  that  car  must  be  unloaded  within  24  hours  from  time  of  placing 
in  a  convenient  and  proper  place  for  unloading.  I  do  not  find  any  decisions  of  the 
court  regarding  the  intent  of  the  statute  (Sec.  2519),  designating  the  time  in  which 
such  car  must  be  unloaded.  The  Commissioners  have  approved  the  rules  of  the 
St.  Louis  Car  Service  Association,  which  allow  48  hours  for  unloading  cars,  not 
including  Sundays  and  holidays.  The  matter  of  discrimination  in  delivery  of  hay 
at  Kansas  City,  of  which  you  complain,  will  have  prompt  attention  of  the  Board. 


April  5,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Braymer,  Mo  ,  March  31,  1893. 

Mr.  James  Cowgill,  R.  R.  Commissioner  : 

Dear  Sir— We  write  you  in  regard  to  wheat  that  we  buy  in  Kansas  City.  Lt 
is  detained  on  the  R.  R.  about  a  week  after  we  buy  it.  Our  Will .  bought  a  car  about 
three  weeks  ago  and  it  was  a  whole  week  getting  here,  and  he  had  to  go  to  K.  C. 
to  see  about  it,  and  found  it  side-tracke  1 .  1  also  bought  a  car  last  Monday  on  the 
track  and  expected  it  by  Wednesday,  and  the  commission  man,  Yost  Thomae,  said 
he  would  see  that  it  got  over  to  the  Milwaukee  yards.  It  is  now  Friday,  and  no 
car,  but  the  draft  comes  right  away.  If  you  have  any  authority  in  the  matter,  we 
would  be  obliged  and  thankful  to  you  if  you  will  see  about  it. 

Yours  truly, 

Braymer  Milling  Co., 
By  John  Tait. 

Was  referred  to  C,  M.  &  St.  Paul  general  offices  as  follows,  Apr.  6: 

*  *  *  *  The  Braymer  Milling  Co.,  of  Braymer,  Mo.,  complain  that  wheat 
bought  by  them  in  Kansas  City  is  detained  for  several  days  after  loading.  Please 
look  into  matter,  and  if  cars  are  promptly  delivered  to  your  yards,  have  same  for- 
warded without  delay. 

July  15 — The  following  was  received  : 

Chicago,  July  13,  1893. 
[Special  notice  :    All  car-load  freight  shall  be  subject  to  a  minimum  charge 
for  trackage  and  rental  of  $1  per  car  for  each  24  hours  detention,  or  fractional  part 
thereof,  after  the  expiration  of  48  hours  from  its  arrival  at  destination.] 

James  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 
Dear  Sir— I  am  in  receipt  of  your  notice  of  July  5th,  regarding  demurrage 
charges.   I  enclose  herewith  a  slip  which  gives  our  rules  in  this  respect,  and  which 
you  will  note  is  in  accordance  with  the  ruling  made  by  the  Commissioners. 

Yours  truly, 

J.  A.  Hanley, 

Freight  Traffic  Manager. 

Matter  was  further  attended  by  Commissioner  Cowgill  personally^ 
and  complaint  fully  remedied. 
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August  4,  1893 — The  following  was  received: 

St.  Louis,  August  3,  1893. 
-James  Harding,  Esq.,  Secretary  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners, 

Jefferson  Citj,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — We  hand  you  herewith  soaae  correspondence  relative  to  demurrage 
charges  on  car  of  sewer-pipe  shipped  by  us  to  Geo.  M.  Reynolds,  Whitewater, 
Wis.,  July  25,  1S92. 

On  this  car  the  Missouri  Pacific  Railway  Co.  claim  demurrage  charges,  $1.50, 
on  the  ground  that  the  empty  car  had  remained  on  our  switch  two  or  three  days 
beyond  the  48-hours  limit,  which  it  is  claimed  the  Car  Service  Association  allows. 

These  charges,  instead  of  being  collected  at  our  office,  were  allowed  to  follow 
the  car  and  were  collected  at  destination  a9  so  much  advance  charges.  We  believe 
this  to  be  an  improper  method  for  the  collection  of  such  alleged  indebtedness. 

Will  you  please  advise  us  in  the  premises,  with  return  of  all  papers,  and 
greatly  oblige,  Yours  truly, 

Evens  &  Howard. 

Answered  same  day  as  follows : 

Your  favor  of  the  3d  inst.,  with  enclosures,  relating  to  demurrage  charged  by 
Missouri  Pacific  ^railway,  has  been  received,  and  matter  will  have  prompt  atten- 
tion of  the  Board. 

August  6 — The  following  was  received : 

St.  Louis,  August  5, 1893. 
James  Harding,  Esq.,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  W.  H.  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — Please  accept  thanks  for  your  favor  of  the  4th  inst.,  acknowledging 
receipt  of  our  papers  relative  to  demurrage.charge  made  by  the  Missouri  Pacific 
Railway  Co. 

We  enclose  herewith  a  communication  received  this  date  from  the  St.  L.  & 
S.  F.  R'y  Co.,  relative  to  switching  charge,  and  would  like  your  opinion  as  to  the 
grounds  taken  by  this  company  relative  to  said  charge. 

The  city  ordinance  of  the  city  of  St.  Louis  grants  them  certain  privileges  on 
condition  that  they  switch  cars  anywhere  within  the  city  limits  on  their  line  at 
rate  of  $1.00  per  car.  Yours  truly, 

Evens  &  Howard. 

August  22 — The  following  was  received: 

St.  Louis,  August  22,  1893. 
Jas.  Harding,  Esq.,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  W.  H.  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— On  August  5  we  sent  y<5u  communication  from  the  Auditor  of  the 
St.  L.  &  S.  F.  R.  R.  Co.,  asking  us  to  pay  unauthorized  demurrage  charges,  and  we 
have  not  heard  from  you  since.  Please  let  us  know  if  you  can  assist  us  in  having 
this  matter  adjusted,  at  the  Frisco  R.  R.  Co.  are  insisting  upon  pay  ment  of  the  bill. 

Yours  truly, 

Evens  &  Howard. 

August  24 — The  matter  having  been  fully  considered  by  the  Board, 

the  following  was  written  Evens  &  Howard : 

1  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  matter  to  which  you  refer  in  your  letters  of 
August  5  and  22  inst..  is  one  over  which  the  Commissioners  have  no  control.  They 
approve  of  the  collection  of  a  demurrage  charge  under  the  rules  of  the  Car  Service 
Association,  but  have  no  jurisdiction  in  the  matter  of  the  collection  of  such  charge. 
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The  Commisioners  can  not  decide  as  to  conflict  between  ordinances  of  the  city 
of  St.  Louis  and  Car  Service  Association  rules,  it  being  a  legal  question  of  which 
they  have  no  information,  and  which  would  properly  have  to  be  decided  by  the 
courts. 

Papers  enclosed,  with  yours  of  5th,  inst.,  enclosed  herewith. 


Nov.  7,  1893 — The  following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Nov.  4,  1893. 
Hon.  T.  J.  Hennessey,  Chairman  Missouri  State  R.  R.  Commission,  city: 

Dear  Sir — Last  winter  when  our  elevators  were  filled,  and  the  railroad  yards 
were  blocked  with  grain,  the  railroad  companies  demanded  of  us  demurrage  for 
cars  of  grain  that  were  billed  from  the  country  to  the  different  elevators  here,  but 
which  the  railroad  companies  were  unable  to  unload  on  accouat  of  the  crowded 
condition  of  the  houses  here.  We  refused  to  pay  the  demurrage  charge,  and  they 
finally  receded  from  the  position  taken,  but  since  then  they  have  had  the  matter 
under  consideration.  [  received  from  the  Manager  of  the  Car  Service  today  a 
letter,  in  which  he  says,  among  other  tbings,  "that  although  a  car  is  billed  for 
delivery  at  an  elevator,  it  is  actually  billed  to  the  consignee,  who  becomes  re- 
sponsible for  the  unloading  of  this  car  upon  arrival."  As  this  is  a  matter  that  is 
likely  to  come  up  again  should  elevators  be  crowded  for  room  this  fall,  we  would 
like  to  get  the  ruling  of  your  Department  on  this  point. 

Our  position  has  been,  that  when  the  railroad  company,  by  their  agent,  signs 
a  bill  of  lading  for  carwheat  shipped,  we  will  say  from  Mexico,  Mo.,  via  the 
Wabash  R.  R.  to  the  St.  Louis  elevator,  the  contract  is  not  fulfilled  until  the  grain 
has  been  unloaded  in  the  St.  Louis  elevator,  as  we  take  it  that  it  is  a  contract  be- 
tween the  road  and  the  shipper.  The  railroads  take  the  position  that,  no  matter 
what  their  agent  signs  for,  they  will  hold  the  consignee  responsible  far  the  prompt 
unloading  of  the  grain  should  they  find  the  elevators  crowded  for  room  when  the 
grain  arrives  here.  Kindly  let  us  hear  from  you  and  give  us  your  views  in  full  in 
regard  to  this  question.  Very  respectfully  yours, 

Langenberg  Bros.  &  Co. 

Answered  as  follows : 

The  Commissioners  yesterday  considered  the  question  of  demurrage,  which 
you  referred  to  them  in  your  letter  of  Oct.  4,  ult.  Their  opinion  is  that  a  railroad 
company  having  a  terminal  at  St.  Louis,  should  necessarily  know  whether  grain 
elevators  at  that  point  are  filled  to  their  capacity,  and  in  the  event  of  any  elevator 
being  so  filled,  should  not  receive  shipments  of  grain  billed  to  such  elevator.  In 
case  a  railroad  company  does  receive  grain  billed  to  an  elevator  known  to  be  full, 
demurrage  charge  on  account  of  delay  in  unloading  into  such  elevator  would  be 
illegal. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 
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RETURN  PASSES  FOR  SHIPPERS  OF  LIVE-STOCK. 

May  24,  1893 — The  following  letter  was  mailed  to  the  proper  offi- 
cers of  the  several  railroads  in  Missouri  : 

State  of  Missouri,  Office  of  K.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  1 

City  of  Jefferson,  May  24,  1893.  J 

To  whom  it  may  concern  : 

Complaints  are  made  to  this  Board  for  non-compliance,  on  the  part  of  some  of 
the  railroads  of  this  State,  with  the  provisions  of  section  2592,  Revised  Statutes 
of  Missouri,  1879,  which  require  that  all  railroads  shall  pass  free,  to  and  from.point 
designated  in  contract  or  bill  of  lading,  the  shipper  of  a  car-load  of  live-stock,  or 
the  employe  of  such  shipper.  Your  attention  is  called  to  said  section  2592,  and 
also  to  section  2590  of  the  said  statutes,  which  provides  a  penalty  for  the  neglect 
or  refusal  on  the  part  of  any  railroad  company  in  this  State  to  comply  with  the  re- 
quirements of  said  section  2592. 

The  Commissioners  recommend  and  will  expect  a  strict  compliance  on  the 
part  of  the  railroads  of  this  State  with  the  provisions  of  said  section  2592. 
By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

James  Harding, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

May  30 — The  following  was  received: 

Jackson,  Mo.,  May  29,  1893. 
Hailroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  Jefferson  City  : 

Gentlemen — There  is  much  complaint  from  the  shippers  of  live-stock  from 
this  city  over  the  Iron  Mountain  railway,  to  St.  Louis,  in  car-load  lots,  about  the 
railroad  company  refusing  to  furnish  transportation  under  the  requirements  of 
Sec.  2592,  R.  S.  1889.  We  have  been  employed  by  them  to  look  after  their  interests. 
The  complaint  seems  to  be  this  :  the  company  refuses  transportation  on  return  trip, 
unless  the  shipper  had  at  least  two  car-loads  of  stock.  If  he  ships  one  car-load  of 
stock,  his  contract  passes  him  to  St.  Louis  ;  but  unless  he  has  at  least  two  car-loads 
of  stock,  he  is  compelled  to  pay  return  transportation.  The  statute  seems  to  be 
clear:  "In  consideration  of  the  price  paid  for  said  car,  pass  the  shipper  or  his 
employe  to  and  from  the  point  designated  in  his  contract,"  etc. 

We  desire  to  know  what  construction,  if  any,  the  Commission  has  placed 
upon  this  statute,  about  return  transportation  to  the  shipper  who  ships  a  single 
car-load  of  live-stock.  Very  respectfully, 

Wilson  &  Hines. 

Answered  May  31,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  I  enclose  herewith  copy  of  circular  letter  published  by  this  Board 
24th  inst.,  which  shows  the  interpretation  of  the  statute  as  they  understand  it. 
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May  31 — The  following  was  received  : 

Shelby  Mo.,  May  29,  1893. 

Mr.  James  Harding,  Secretary: 

Dear  Sir — I  see  in  ycur  order  of  May  25,  that  the  railroads  have  to  give  free 
pass  for  one  load  of  stock.  Now,  the  question  I  want  to  ask  is,  are  the  railroads 
-compelled  to  pa?s  one  person  from  this  state  to  Chicago,  111.,  on  one  car  of  stock  ? 
or  does  that  law  apply  where  the  stock  is  shipped  from  this  State  to  Chicago,  His., 
on  one  railroad  direct  to  Chicago,?   Please  answer. 

Yours  truly, 

Dan.  Thudium. 

Answered  as  follows,  May  31 : 

*  *  *  *  *  The  laws  of  this  State  do  not  govern  in  cases  of  inter-state 
traffic,  and,  therefore,  railroads  cannot  be  required  to  carry  free  one  person  in 
charge  of  a  car-load  of  stock  from  any  point  in  this  State  to  Chicago,  or  any  point 
outside  of  this  State.  The  laws  of  Missouri  relating  to  railroads  apply  within  the 
limits  of  the  State. 

June  1 — The  following  was  received  : 

Marshfield,  Mo.,  May  29,  1893. 
Hon.  T.  J.  Hennessey.  Railway  Commissioner,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — I  see  your  Board  has  issued  an  order  concerning  the  observance  of 
R.  S.,  section  2592.  There  are  several  parties  in  this  county  who  have  shipped 
over  the  'Frisco  since  89,  who  have  been  compelled  to  pay  for  their  return  in  vio- 
lation of  said  law,  and  they  would  like  to  know  if  they  have  any  remedy.  Said 
parties  never  called  at  general  office  in  St.  Louis  for  a  return  pass,  but  I  am  in- 
formed that  parties  who  did  so  were  returned.  These  parties  were  not  directed 
to  call  there  and  had  no  information  that  they  could  get  a  return. 

If  there  is  any  remedy,  or  if  there  has  been  any  adjudication  of  the  question, 
would  be  very  greatly  obliged  if  you  would  suggest  how  we  can  reach  the  same. 

Yours  very  respectfully, 

M.  Selph. 

Answered  June  1,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  The  Commissioners  can  not  decide  as  to  whether  the  shippers  you 
refer  to  have  a  Legal  claim  against  the  'Frisco  company  under  the  circumstances 
you  present.  They  have  no  authority  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  section  2592. 
The  penalty  prescribed  in  section  2590  does  not  seem  to  apply  very  clearly  to  a 
violation  of  the  provisions  of  section  2592,  but  there  can  be  no  doubt  whatever 
that  the  last  named  section  requires  the  free  transportation,  to  and  from  destina- 
tion, of  a  shipper  of  a  car-load  of  stock,  or  his  employe. 

June  27 — The  following  was  received  : 

Tipton,  Mo.,  June  26,  1893. 

Hon.  T.  J.  Hennessey,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Your  decision  given  out  and  corroborating  the  statutes  of  the  State 
as  regards  furnishing  passes  both  ways  when  car-load  was  shipped  has  led  our 
stockmen  to  demand  their  rights,  according  to  said  statute  and  your  decree,  and 
they  have  been  refused,  and  were  put  off  trains  for  not  furnishing  other  fare  than 
stock  contract.  The  parties  wish  to  file  an  information  and  settle  the  matter  one 
way  or  other.  What  'manner  of  procedure  would  you  advise?  Let  me  hear  from 
you  as  soon  as  practicable.  Respectfully, 

W.  F.  Quigley. 
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Answered  July  5,  as  follows: 

The  remedy  for  the  violation  of  the  provisions  of  section  2592,  Revised  Stat- 
utes, 1889,  is  in  the  courts.    Please  see  section  2590,  Revised  Statutes. 

July  14 — The  following  was  received  : 

Elmer,  Macon  Co.  Mo.  ,  July  12,  1893. 
The  Honorable  Board  of  R.  R.  Commissioners : 

Gentlemen— As  1  have  been'engaged  in  shipping  live-stock  over  the  A.  T.  & 
S.  Fe  R.  R..  and  as  I  have  been  Compelled  to  pay  my  return  passage  as  many  as 
five  or  six  times,  having  only  one  car  of  live-stock  at  a  time,  and  the  company  re- 
fuses to  give  a  return  pass,  in  direct  violation  of  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri, 
1889,  sec.  2592,  which  require  that  railroads  shall  pass  free  to  and  from  points  desig- 
nated ;in  contract  of  a  car-load  of  live-stock  or  the  employes  of  such  shipper. 

I  would  like  to  ask,  is  there  not  a  way  that  a  part  of  thut  ;money  paid  them 
for  return  passage  may  not  be  recovered.  If  there  is,  will  you  kindly  advise  me  ? 
The  tariff  on  one  car  of  hogs  {  $33.15)  is  surely  heavy  enough  without  paying  them 
$8  84cts.  additional  to  get  home  on.  Stock  must  have  attention  en  route  whether 
you  have  one  load  or  two.    Hoping  to  hear  from  you  soon,  I  am,  very  truly, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

Sam.  L.  Hertzler. 

Answered  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  *  The  opinion  of  the  Commissioners  is,  that  the  shipper  of  one 
car  of  live-stock  is  entitled,  under  the  provisions  of  the  statute,  to  a  return  pass. 
To  recover  the  amount  paid  by  you  for  return  passes,  you  will  have  to  commence 
proceedings  in  the  courts. 

June  20 — The  following  was  received  : 

Madisonville,  Mo.,  May  17,  1893. 

Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  : 

Dear  Sirs — Will  you  please  give  me  your  construction  of  sections  2592  and 
2890,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  concerning  shippers  of  live-stock  and  railroad 
passes.  It  has  been  the  rule  here  among  all  the  railroads  in  our  reach  to  charge 
shippers  full  fare  from  either  St.  Louis  or  Chicago,  unless  he  shipped  or  had  in 
charge  two  cars  of  stock.  We  noticed  some  time  ago  you  called  attention  to  those 
sections,  yet  the  railroads  in  this  section  refuse  to  grant  return  passes  with  single 
loads  of  live-stock.  I  wish  to  ship  a  load  of  stock  soon,  and  if  I  am  entitled  to  a 
pass  and  they  refuse,  how  will  I  proceed  ?  By  giving  a  few  moments'  attention 
to  the  above,  you  will  greatly  oblige  Yours  truly, 

Wm.  Wallace. 

Answered  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  I  would  state  the  law  expressly  provides  that  free  transportation  to 
point  of  destination  and  return  shall  be  given  to  the  shipper  of  a  car-load  of  live- 
stock, or  to  his  employe.  With  this  is  enclosed  a  copy  of  circular  letter  of  the 
Commissioners  in  regard  to  this  matter. 

August  28,  1893— The  following  was  written  Mr.  E.  S.  Keeley,  A. 

G.  F.  A.,  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  R'y : 

I  enclose  you  a  copy  of  our  order  made  May  24,  in  reference  to  passing  ship- 
per both  ways  with  one  car  of  live-stock.  We  have  recently  had  complaint  that 
your  road  has  not  put  this  order  in  force.  Please  investigate  this,  and  in  future 
be  governed  by  this  order  cf  the  Board. 
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September  27 — The  following  was  received  : 

Gatewood,  Mo.,  Sept.  25,  1893. 
Hon.  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Coin's,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen — I  again  notify  you  of  the  non-compliance  of  the  R.  R.  Co.  to  re- 
turn me  when  shipping  stock.  I  wrote  you  in  May,  and  you  sent  me  the  circular 
letter  of  Commissioners,  whien  I  presented  to  Stigh,  claim  agent,  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  at  the  time  I  presented  my  stock  contract  to  be  executed  for  return.  I  was 
utterly  refused  my  pass.  Also  E.  D.  Crim  was  refused  a  pass  at  the  same  time. 
Now  I  refer  thia  matter  to  you  in  order  to  get  this  matter  adjusted.  Please  advise 
me  as  to  the  proper  steps  to  take  in  the  matter,  that  we  may  get  our  money  re- 
funded and  get  our  return  pass  in  the  future. 

Write  me  at  once  and  oblige  yours,  L.  G.  O'Neal. 

Answered  as  follows,  September  27  : 

*  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  say  that  the  Commissioners  recommend  that 
you  bring  suit  against  the  railroad  company  for  amount  of  your  return  pass  and 
damages,  if  any  sustained,  as  they  have  no  doubt  you  can  recover.  See  section 
2592,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  page  203  of  report  herewith. 

October  2 — The  following  was  received  : 

Madisonville,  Mo,  October  2,  1S93. 
Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— As  the  C.  &  A.  railroad  refuses  to  give  return  passes  to  shippers  of 
live-stock,  £  wrote  to  the  general  freight  agent  at  Chicago,  enclosing  your  letter 
and  circular  you  sent  me  a  short  time  since,  and  enclosed  you  will  tind  his  reply. 
By  giving  me  your  opinion  in  reference  to  "jurisdiction  "  you  will  greatly  oblige 
me. 

I  wish  to  ship  a  load  of  stock  to  Chicago  next  week,  and  if  I  am  entitled  by 
law  to  a  return  pass.  I  certainly  will  make  an  effort  to  secure  it. 

The  "show  your  ticket "  custom,  lately  adopted  by  the  C.  &  A.,  is  regarded 
by  our  people  as  a  nuisance,  and  your  ruling  in  the  case  is  heartily  indorsed  in  this 
locality.   Hoping  you  will  favor  me  with  an  early  reply,  I  am 

Very  truly  yours, 

William  Wallace. 

Answered  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  *  'i"ne  ]aw8  0f  Missouri  are  not  operative  beyond  the  State  line, 
and  can  not  apply  in  interstate  traffic.  The  law  of  this  State  requiring  free  trans- 
portation for  stock  shippers  applies  only  to  lines  wholly  within  its  limits. 


Nov.  21 — The  following  was  received  : 

Dexter,  Mo.,  Nov.  11,  1893. 

Hon.  H.  W.  Hickman,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Myself  and  Mr.  Montgomery  shipped  two  car-loads  of  cattle  from 
Dexter  to  St.  Louis,  Nov.  6,  1893.  The  company  gave  us  a  contract  entitling  us 
to  a  drover's  pass.  They  passed  us  to  St.  Louis,  but  refused  to  pass  us  back,  but 
made  us  pay  return  passage.  We  presented  our  contract  to  the  agent  in  due  time, 
but  he  refused  to  fill  it  out  and  stamp  it.  If  you  can  do  anything  in  the  matter  for 
us,  please  do  so  at  once.  Yours,  etc., 

J.  L.  Garner. 

E  R  C— -0 
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Matter  was  refercd  to  0.  A.  Parker,  Freight  Traffic  Manager,  Nov* 
20,  as  follows : 

Complaint  has  recently  been  made  to  this  office  by  shippers  of  live-stock  on 
the  line  of  the  St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  &  Southern  railway,  that  they  are  refused 
a  return  pass  from  St.  Louis  and  are  required  to  pay  fare  from  that  point.  The 
law  (section  2592,  Revised  Statutes  1889,  page  203  of  the  16th  Annual  Keport  R. 
R.  and  W.  Commissioners  of  Missouri)  requires  that  shippers  of  live-stock  in  car- 
loads, or  the  employe  of  such  shipper,  shall  pass  free  to  and  from  point  of  ship- 
ment. I  am  instructed  to  inquire  whether  your  agents  are  complying  with  the 
law  referred  to  above. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Nov.  29,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Dept.,  ^Teflerson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Pardon  delay  in  answering  your  letter  of  the  20th  instant.  Will 
you  kindly  give  me  the  original  or  a  copy  of  the  specific  complaint  upon  which 
your  letter  is  based,  in  order  that  [  may  investigate  the  circumstances? 

Yours  respectfully, 

C.  A.  Parker, 

Freight  Traffic  Manager. 


Dec.  5 — The  following  was  received  : 

Windsor,  Mo.,  Dec.  4,  1893. 
State  Board  of  R.  R.  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— A  short  time  ago  my  father  shipped  one  car-load  of  stock  to  Aux 
Vasse,  Mo.  The  conductor  on  the  C.  &  A.  and  also  the  agent  at  Aux  Vasse  re- 
fused to  execute  his  pass  for  return  passage,  so  he  had  to  pay  his  fare  from  Aux 
Vasse  to  Mexico,  a  thing  which  he  should  not  have  done,  knowing  as  I  do  that  it 
is  a  State  law  that  any  person  is  allowed  both  going  and  return  passage  with  one 
car-load  of  stock  from  one  point  to  another  within  State  limits. 

I  wrote  General  Passenger  Agent  Charlton  about  the  matter,  and  his  last 
reply  is  :  "I  contend,  in  accordance  with  previous  advices,  that  you  have  no  claim 
against  this  company,  and  your  claim  is,  therefore,  disallowed." 

Now,  the  conductor  and  agent  have  violated  the  State  law,  and  Mr.  Charlton 
has  also  refused  to  do  his  duty,  what  do  you  propose  to  do?  This  matter  shall 
positively  not  fall  through  with,  a3  1  do  not  intend  dropping  it  at  any  cost,  so  if 
you  can  not  settle  the  matter,  I  shall  refer  it  to  our  Attorney- General.  The  mat- 
ter is  small,  but  I  do  not  propose  to  be  beat  by  any  railroad  company. 

Yours  respectfully, 
G.  Peak  Janes. 

Answered  Dec.  7,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  x  am  instructed  to  state  that  in  order  for  the  Commissioners  to 
proceed  legally  in  the  matter  you  lay  before  them,  it  will  be  necessary  for  you  to 
file  with  them  a  formal  certified  complaint,  setting  forth  specifically  the  violation 
of  the  law  complained  of,  the  date  of  such  violation,  the  name  of  the  company  sa 
violating  the  law,  the  name  of  the  shipper  of  the  live-stock,  the  date  of  shipment, 
and  the  points  to  and  from  which  the  live-stock  was  shipped.  Jf  possible,  the 
original  expense  bill  or  bills  of  lading  should  accompany  the  complaint.  As  soon 
as  such  formal  complaint  is  received,  the  Commissioners  will  promptly  take  such 
action  in  regard  to  the  enforcement  of  the  law  as  may  be  by  them  found  proper. 
In  order  that  the  matter  may  be  properly  and  legally  taken  up  by  the  Board,  it  la. 
absolutely  necessary  that  specific  formal  complaint  be  made. 
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Jan.  3,  1894— Letter  was  written  Mr.  Janes,  as  follows  : 

On  the  7th  of  December  last,  a  letter  was  written  you  suggesting  that  you  file 
formal  complaint  in  matter  concerning  which  you  wrote  the  Commissioners,  Dee. 
4th  last.  Since  that  time  the  Commissioners  have  not  heard  from  you,  and  I  am 
instructed  to  state  that  on  receipt  of  complaint  as  referred  to  ih  Commissioner's 
letter  of  the  7th  Dec,  the  matter  will  be  promptly  taken  up  by  the  Board,  and  a 
hearing  had. 

Jan.  8. — Following  was  received  : 

Windsor,  Mo.,  Jan.  7,  1S9J. 

Jas.  Harding,  Eeq  .  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  am  in  raceipt  of  yours  of  January  3.  Since  receiving  your  letter, 
I  have  one  from  H .  tf.  Courtright,  General  Freight  Agent  C.  &  A.  R.  R. ,  inform- 
ing me  that  my  complaint  was  just,  and  that  it  was  a  mistake  on  the  part  of  the 
agent;  and  if  I  would  send  him  a  receipt,  he  would  send  me  the  money.  Now, 
how  am  I  to  send  a  receipt  when  I  haven't  got  it.  I  want  to  ask  you  a  plain  ques- 
tion :  Does  any  person  take  or  ask  for  a  receipt  when  buying  a  ticket  just  from  one 
station  to  another?  No,  sir;  they  do  not;  and  that  is  only  a  loop-pole  that  the 
Freight  Agent  thinks  to  escape  through.  I  want  to  gently  inform  you  that  the  C. 
&  A.  system  is  not  fooling  with  a  'sucker '  on  this  end  of  the  line,  i  am  not  going 
to  drop  the  matter  as  they  probably  think  I  will ;  and  the  thing  has  got  to  be  set- 
tled—and that  right  soon— as  this  matter  took  place  on  October  3,  and  it  is  now 
January  7.  The  time  that  has  elapsed  has  been  a  little  long  to  suit  me.  Neither 
am  I  going  to  the  trouble  of  filing  complaint  to  the  Commissioners,  as  I  have 
Courtright's  letter  admitting  the  mistake.  If  they  do  not  do  something  soon,  I 
am  going  to  refer  the  matter  to  the  Attorney-General. 

Thanking  you  very  kindly,  I  remain,  Very  truly  yours, 

G.  Peak  Janes. 

January  11,  J894 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Janes  : 

*  *  *  Receipts  far  fires  paid  on  trains  are  quite  customary,  but  whether 
the  custom  prevails  on  the  Chicago  &  Alton  lines  the  Commissioners  do  not  know. 
As  to  your  filing  formal  complaint  with  the  Commissioners,  you  are,  of  course, 
the  best  judge,  but,  nevertheless,  the  Board  cannot  proceed  in  the  matter  without  it. 
The  Board  has  not  the  slightest  objection  to  your  referring  your  complaint  to  the 
Attorney-General. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Nothing  more  was  heard  regarding  the  matter,  nor  has  the  Board 
any  information  as  to  whether  the  matter  has  been  referred  to  the 
Attorney.General. 


Dec.  9 — Letter  was  written  Mr.  Parker  as  follows  : 

*  *  *   *   *   Answer  has  been  delayed  by  reason  of  absence  and  'la  grippe. 

J.  L.  Gardner  of  Dexter,  Mo.,  wrote  Commissioner  Hickman  on  the  11th  ult.. 
complaining  that  he  and  a  Mr.  Montgomery  shipped  two  car-loads  of  cattle  from 
Dexter  to  St.  Louis  on  Nov.  6th,  and  that  the  railroad  company  gave  them  a  con- 
tract entitling  them  to  a  drover's  pass.  They  were  carried  free  to  St.  Louis,  bat 
a  return  pass  was  refused,  and  they  were  compelled  to  pay  fare  on  their  return  to 
Dexler.  The  contract  was^presented  in  due  time  to  agent,  but  return  pass  was  re- 
-  fused.   It  was  in  regard  to  this  matter  that  letter  was  written  yoa  on  the  20th  ult. 
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Dec.  12 — The  following  was  received: 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Dec.  11,  1893. 
Jas.  Harding,  Esq.,  Sec*y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Department,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. 

Dear  Sir— Acknowledging  receipt  of  yours  of  the  9th  inst.  Will  it  be  satis- 
factory to  your  honorable  Board  tort  quest  Mr.  Garner,  of  Dexter,  the  complainant 
in  the  case,  to  pfesent  the  matter  to  me  for  investigation  ?  It  has  not  heretofore 
come  to  my  notice,  and  if  upon  investigation  I  find  that  an  injustice  has  been  done 
him,  I  will  take  steps  to  remedy  it.  Yours  respectfully, 

C.  A.  Parker,  Freight  Traffic  Manager. 

Dec.  12 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Garner: 

In  letter  received  from  C.  A.Parker,  Freight  Traffic  Manager  Missouri  Pa- 
cific railway,  he  requests  that  you  present  to  him  for  adjustment  the  matter  of 
your  complaint  concerning  refusal  of  agent  at  St.  Louis  to  permit  you  and  Mr. 
Montgomery  shipper's  return  pass,  Nov.  6th  ult. ,  as  per  your  letter  of  Nov.  11th 
to  Commissioner  Hickman.  Mr.  Parker  states  that  he  will  take  steps  to  remedy 
any  injustice  done  you. 

Nothing  further  was  heard  regarding  this  matter,  and  it  is  pre- 
sumed a  satisfactory  adjustment  was  made  by  Mr.  Parker. 


December  14 — The  following  was  received  : 

California,  Mo  ,  December  15,  1S93. 
James  Harding,  Secretary  R.  R.  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— In  behalf  of  myself  and  others  I  desire  to  know  what  rules,  if  any, 
under  the  law,  the  Railroad  Commissioners  have  adopted  in  reference  to  parties 
in  charge  of  stock— say  cattle— going  and  returning  free  of  charge  When  he  ships 
one  or  more  cars.  If  you  have  any  printed  rules  please  send  me  a  copy,  and  also 
refer  me  to  the  latest  act  of  the  Legislature  on  that  subject.  Your  prompt  reply 
will  oblige,  Yours  very  truly, 

Edmund  Burke. 

Answered  same  day,  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Section  2592,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889  (page  203  of  report 
mailed  you  herewith),  is  the  latest  enactment  relating  to  stock-shippers'  passes. 
The  Commissioners  have  no  printed  rules  regarding  this  matter.  On  24th  of  May, 
1893,  they  issued  a  circular  letter  to  the  officers  of  the  various  railroads  in  the 
State  (copy  of  which  is  herewith  enclosed),  calling  attention  to  section  2592.  Com- 
plaints of  a  disregard  of  the  statute  referred  to  are  frequent,  and  the  Board  are 
now  awaiting  the  filing  of  formal  complaint,  which  will  be  probably  within  the 
next  few  days,  when  a  hearing  of  the  matter  will  be  had. 

May  22,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  May  18.  1894. 

Talbot  Commission  Company,  Stock-yards,  City  : 

Gentlemen— On  May  8  you  presented  claim  to  this  company  for  fare  from 
Humphrey,  Mo.,  to  Kansas  City;  amount  $3.55.  In  reply,  would  say  I  took  this 
matter  up  with  our  general  freight  department,  and  they  informed  me  that  it  re- 
quires two  cars  for  return  transportation,  and  as  there  was  only  one  car  in  this 
shipment,  claim  is  respectfully  declined.  Yours  truly, 

F.  L.  Selleck. 
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Jas.  Cowgill,  R.  R  and  W.  Com'r,  Jeflerson  City  : 

Please  note.  How  is  this  business?  Sent  in  claim  for  the  cash  fare,  return 
Humphreys  to  Kansas  City.    Enclose  reply.  Tours  truly, 

C.  J.  Boyle. 

Referred  to  J.  M.  Johnson,  G.  F.  A.  Chi.  E.  I.  &  P.  R?y,  May  22, 
as  follows  : 

June  5,  1894 — The  following  action  was  had  by  the  Board : 

City  of  Jefferson,  June  5,  1894. 
In  the  matter  of  C.J.  Boyle,  of  Kansas  City,  vs.  The  Chicago,  Rock  Island  & 
Paciric  Railway  Co.,  on  account  of  alleged  violation  of  the  laws  of  Missouri 
in  refusing  to  transport  the  said  C.J.  Boyle  without  charge  from  Humphrey, 
Mo.-,  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  the  said  Boyle  being  entitled  to  such  transporta- 
tion by  reason  of  having  shipped  and  accompanied  a  car-load  of  live-stock 
from  Kansas  City  to  Humphrey  over  said  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  rail- 
way. 

The  Commissioners  hereby  order  that  notice  be  served  upon  some  proper 
officer  of  the  said  Chicago.  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Co.  in  this  State  to 
appear  at  their  office  in  the  City  of  Jefferson,  Mo  ,  on  Wednesday,  June  13th  inst.y 
at  9  o'clock  a.m.,  then  and  there  to  show  cause,  if  any  there  may  be,  why  action 
should  not  be  taken  by  the  said  Commissioners  to  enforce  the  penalty  prescribed 
by  the  laws  of  Missouri  for  the  violation  by  the  said  Chicago,  Rock  island  &  Pacific 
Railway  Co.  of  the  provisions  of  section  2592,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889, 
regarding  transportation  of  shippers  of  live-stock. 

And  it  appearing  that  H.  A.  White  represents  the  said  Chicago,  Rock  Island 
&  Pacific  Railway  Co.  at  Trenton,  Mo.,  as  Superintendent  of  the  Southwestern, 
division  of  said  railway,  it  is  ordered  that  this  notice  be  served  upon  him  as  pro- 
vided by  law,  by  forwarding  same  to  him  by  registered  leiter. 

A  true  copy  from  journal  of  official  proceedings  of  the  Board. 

James  Harding, 

Secretary. 

June  13,  1894 — Hearing  was  had  as  appointed,  with  proceedings 
as  follows : 

Hearing  of  complaint  of  C.  J.  Boyle  vs.  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  §  Pacific  Railway  Co. , 
held  at  office  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. ,  June  13, 
1S94— regarding  return  pass  for  shipper  of  single  car-load  of  live-stock. 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  June  13,  1894, 
In  the  matter  of  return  pass  for  shippers  of  a  single  car  load  of  stock. 
In  the  case  of  C.  J.  Boyle  vs.  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
railroad. 

Present,  Chairman  Hennessey,  and  Commissioners  Hickman  and 
Cowgill,  and  the  Secretary. 

C.  J.  Boyle  represented  by  his  agent  J.  S.  Scannell.  The  Chicago, 
Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  represented  by  W.  F.  Evans,  Assistant 
General  Attorney,  and  F.  L.  Selleck,  local  freight  agent. 

Meeting  called  to  order  by  the  Chairman. 
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Secretary  Harding  then  read  the  correspondence  had  between  this 
office  and  the  Eock  Island  Company,  which  was  as  follows : 

Kansas  City,  May  18,  1894. 

Talbot  Commission  Company,  Stock-yards,  City: 

Gentlemen— On  May  8  you  presented  claim  to  this  Company  for  fare  from 
Humphrey,  Mo.,  to  Kansas  City  ;  amount,  $3.55.  In  reply,  would  say,  I  took  this 
matter  up  with  our  general  freight  idepartment,  and  they  informed  me  that  it  re- 
quires two  cars  for  return  transportation,  and  as  there  was  only  one  car  in  this 
shipment,  Claim  is  respectfully  declined.  Yours  truly, 

(Signed)  F.  L.  Sklleck. 

On  same  sheet  is  a  letter  from  C.  J.  Boyle  to  Commissioner  Cow- 
gill,  as  follows: 

Jas.  Cowgill,  Jefferson  City  : 

Please  note.  How  is  this  business  ?  Sent  in  claim  for  the  cash  fare  for  return 
Humphreys  to  Kansas  City.    Enclosed  reply. 

Yours  truly, 

C.  J.  Boyle,  Talbot  Com.  Co. 

The  following  letter  was  sent  to  Mr.  J.  M.  Johnson,  General 
Freight  Agent  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific,  at  Chicago  : 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  May  22,  1894. 
J.  M.  Johnson,  Esq  ,  G.  F.  A.t  etc.,  Chicago,  111.: 

Dear  Sir — Mr.  C.  J.  Boyle,  of  the  Talbot  Commission  Company,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  presented  a  claim  to  your  local  freight  agent  at  that  point  for  fare  paid  by 
him  from  Humphreys,  Mo.,  to  Kansas  City,  the  amount  being  $3.55.  Mr.  Boyle 
was  the  shipper  of  one  car-load  of  live-stock  from  Kansas  City  to  Humphrey,  and 
under  the  laws  of  this  State  was  entitled  to  free  transportation  on  his  return.  In 
letter  of  May  18,  inst.,  to  the  Talbot  Commission  Company,  Mr.  Selleck,  local 
freight  agent  at  Kansas  City,  says:  "*****  in  reply,  I  would  say  I  took 
this  matter  up  with  our  general  freight  department,  and  they  informed  me  that  it 
requires  two  cars  for  return  transportation  ;  and,  as  there  was  only  one  car  in  this 
shipment,  claim  is  respectfully  declined. 

Section  2592  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889,  provides  that  every 
railroad  company  in  this  State  shall,  in  consideration  of  the  price  paid  for  trans- 
portation of  a  car-load  of  live-stock,  pass  the  shipper  of  such  car-load,' or  his 
employe,  to  and  from  point  designated  in  bill  of  lading  without  expense  to  such 
shipper.  Any  rule  or  regulation  in  force  upon  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
railway  in  Missouri  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  section  2592,  above  referred  to, 
is  unlawful,  and  must  be  rescinded. 

Furthermore,  the  Commissioners  order  that  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Boyle  (of 
Talbot  Commission  Company  referred  to),  the  amount  of  $3.55  paid  by  him  for 
fare  from  Humphreys  to  Kansas  City  be  refunded  without  delay.  Otherwise  the 
Commissioners  will  proceed  to  enforce  the  penalty  provided  for  failure  to  comply 
with  the  provisions  of  section  2592  before  referred  to. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Very  respectfully, 

JaMes  Harding,  Secretary. 
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Mr.  Hennessey  :  Gentlemen,  you  see  from  all  this,  our  position  in 
this  matter.  We  think  there  is  a  clear  violation  of  the  statute  in  re- 
gard to  the  railroads  furnishing  these  shippers  with  these  return  passes, 
and  we  intend  to  try  to  enforce  the  statute  all  over  the  State.  It  seems 
that  the  railroads  do  not  want  to  comply  with  it,  and  we  would  like  to 
hear  from  you  gentlemen. 

Mr.  Evans:  I  might  say,  so  far  as  my  information  goes,  we  are 
complying  with  the  statute  so  far  as  issuing  passes  when  the  shipment 
originates  and  terminates  in  the  State ;  but  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Boyle, 
this  shipment,  as  I  understand  it,  does  not  come  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  this  Board,  as  it  originated  in  Kansas,  and  is,  therefore,  an  inter- 
state shipment.  The  jurisdiction  of  this  Board  is  confined  entirely 
to  shipments  originating  and  terminating  in  this  State.  If  we  have 
violated  any  law  we  want  to  know  it.  We  do  not  think  we  have.  We 
contend  that  this  shipment  originated  in  Kansas. 

Mr.  Hennessey:    You  say  this  shipment  originated  in  Kansas  ? 

Mr.  Evans:  Yes,  sir;  I  do  not  know  what  the  practice  has  been 
before  this  Board  in  regard  to  these  matters,  but  I  presume  the  trial  is 
the  same  as  in  any  other  matter — the  proof  will  have  to  be  brought 
before  you.  I  suppose  it  will  be  a  matter  of  proof  as  to  where  this 
shipment  did  originate. 

Mr.  Scannell :  The  cattle  were  bought  in  Missouri ;  they  wrre  re- 
ceived in  Missouri ;  they  were  on  the  Missouri  side. 

Mr.  Selleck :    They  were  not  loaded  in  Missouri  I 

.Mr.  Scannell :    I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Mr.  Selleck :    Do  you  know  where  the  Rock  Island  chutes  are? 
Mr.  Scannell :    No,  sir,  I  do  not  know. 
Mr.  Selleck  :    We  received  this  stock  in  Kansas — 
Mr.  Scannell :    It  was  in  Missouri  when  it  was  turned  over  to  you 
folks. 

Mr.  Selleck  :    Our  stock  office  is  in  Kansas. 

J.  S.  Scannell,  being  produced,  sworn  and  examined  as  a  witness, 
testified  as  follows  : 

Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Hennessey  : 
Q.    You  live  in  Kansas  City  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not  live  in  Kansas  City;  I  live  at  Harris,  Mo., 
but  I  have  been  working  for  this  Talbot  Commission  Company  in 
Kansas  City.  I  have  been  living  there  all  winter.  I  just  came  from 
home  yesterday  evening.    I  was  their  agent  this  winter. 

Q.    What  company  % 

A.    The  Talbot  Commission  Company. 
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Q.    Do  you  know  anything  about  this  shipment  ? 

A.  I  was  the  man  that  had  that  shipment  in  charge.  The  cattle 
were  bought  in  Missouri,  weighed  in  Missouri,  turned  over  to  the- 
Rock.  Island  people  in  Missouri ;  they  were  billed  out  on  the  Missouri 
side. 

Q.    From  Missouri? 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    (by  Mr.  Cowgill) :    You  accompanied  this  stock  ? 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Cowgill :  Did  you  ask  the  agent  at  Humphreys  for  a  return 
pass  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir ;  I  also  asked  the  agent  at  Trenton. 
Q.    (by  Mr.  Cowgill :)  He  refused  to  furnish  you  this  return  trans- 
portation ? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    (by  Mr.  Hickman):    You  say  this  stock  was  bought  in  Mis- 
souri, weighed  in  Missouri  and  delivered  in  Missouri! 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    (by  Mr.  Cowgill) :    Your  name  is  in  that  contract  ? 
A.    Yes,  sir,  I  signed  that  contract  myself  in  Kansas  City. 
Q.    Has  this  company  refused  you  transportation  before  ? 
A.    This  Rock  Island  Company  ? 
Q.    Yes,  sir. 

A.  I  do  not  know  about  that.  We  have  shipped  cattle  over  this 
road  before,  but  I  never  went  with  any  but  these. 

Q.  You  do  not  know,  then,  whether  they  have  refused  transpor- 
tation before  this  or  not  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not.  We  have  had  customers  who  came  in  and 
went  out  over  this  road,  but  I  do  not  know  whether  there  was  any 
trouble  about  it  before  or  not. 

Q.    You  asked  the  agent  for  a  return  pass  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q,    And  he  refused  to  give  you  one? 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    What  reason  did  he  give  ? 

A.  Just  said  he  could  not  do  it.  That  he  could  not  give  a  return 
pass  on  one  car  of  stock.  He  said  the  best  thing  for  me  to  do  was  to 
pay  my  fare  and  take  a  receipt  for  it,  and  send  this  receipt  to  the  com- 
pany and  they  would  refund  the  money.  That  is  just  what  they  told 
me. 
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Cros-exainination  by  Mr.  Evans: 

Q.    Mr.  Scannell,  you  say  this  stock  was  loaded  in  Missouri ! 

A.  Xo,  I  did  not  say  that ;  1  said  it  was  delivered  in  Missouri.  I 
do  not  know  where  it  was  loaded;  I  was  not  there. 

Q.    You  say  it  was  delivered  in  Missouri  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir;  to  this  company. 

Q.  What  company?  Y^ou  delivered  it  to  this  company?  Now, 
is  it  not  a  fact,  Mr.  Scannell,  that  you  delivered  this  stock  to  the  Stock 
Yards  Company  I 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  that  is  what  you  mean  when  you  say  this  stock  was  de- 
livered in  Missouri  I 

A.  We  signed  it  over  to  your  agent.  The  way  we  do  is  to  sign 
the  cattle  over  to  the  agent  of  the  road  we  want  the  cattle  shipped 
over,  and  tell  him  what  kind  of  a  car  we  want;  then  we  give  him  our 
pen  number  and  the  number  of  head  to  be  shipped,  and  then  he  gives 
the  order  to  the  yardman  to  take  that  stock — 

Q.  I  will  just  get  you  to  tell  us  what  was  done  in  this  particular 
case.  You  say  the  assignment  was  made  in  Missouri;  what  do  you 
mean  by  the  assignment  of  that  stock? 

A.  They  were  consigned  to  the  Talbot  Commission  Co. ;  we 
wanted  to  ship  them  out,  so  we  taken  and  give  them  over  to  the  Rock 
Island  agent  there  at  his  office. 

Q     At  the  stock-yards  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Xow,  Mr.  Scannell,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  there  is  where  all  this 
business  is  transacted — right  there  at  the  office  of  the  agent  of  the 
Rock  Island  at  the  stock-yards  ? 

A.  Well,  we  ordered  the  car  there;  we  went  there  and  made  our 
order  for  the  kind  of  car  we  wanted. 

Q.    And  that  is  where  all  this  business  is  transacted? 

A.    Yes,  sir,  that  is  where  all  this  business  was  transacted. 

Q.    That  is  where  you  signed  this  contract  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir,  I  signed  the  contract  there. 

Q.  Xow,  let  us  get  this  clear  in  regard  to  the  delivery  of  this 
stock.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you  delivered  this  stock  over  to  the 
Rock  Island  Co.  ? 

A.    TJhe  way  I  understand  it  is  this — 
Just  tell  us  what  you  did. 

A.  Well,  we  just  went  there  and  give  these  men  our  pen  number 
and  the  number  of  cattle  to  be  shipped,  and  told  them  we  wanted  the 


314 


cattle  sent  over  the  Rock  Island  road.  We  did  not  do  another  thing. 
He  had  to  get  the  car  and  order  the  cattle  out  of  there. 

Q.    You  do  not  know  who  ordered  the  cattle  out  at  all  ? 

A.    I  know  they  were  ordered  out  through  your  office. 

Q.    Were  you  there  when  the  cattle  were  ordered  out? 

A.    No,  sir;  I  was  not. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  you  do  not  know  who  did  order  these 
cattle  out ! 

A.    No,  sir;  I  do  not  know. 

Q.    They  were  in  the  possession  of  the  Stock-yards  Company? 
A.    I  could  not  say  as  to  that. 

Q.  That  is  your  impression — that  they  were  in  the  possession  of 
of  the  Stock-yards  Company. 

A.    I  hardly  think  so ;  they  were  turned  over  to  you. 

Q.  You  think  they  were  in  our  possession  simply  because  they 
were  to  go  over  our  road? 

A.  I  supposed  they  were  in  your  possession,  as  they  were  turned 
over  to  you. 

Q.    How  did  you  turn  these  cattle  over  to  our  road  ?  was  that 
agreement  oral  or  in  writing? 
A.    We  had  it  in  writing. 

Q.    Do  jou  remember  what  kind  of  paper  it  was? 

A.    No,  sir  ;  I  do  not. 

Q.    Did  you  sign  that  contract. 

A.    Yes,  sir ;  I  signed  the  contract  ? 

Q.  I  will  get  you  to  tell  me  if  that  is  the  contract  ( shows  witness 
a  paper). 

A.    Yes,  sir  ;  that  is  it. 
Q.    That  is  the  one  ? 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  signed  at  the  Rock  Island  office, at  the  stock  yards? 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Evans:  Now,  I  want  to  say,  gentlemen,  that  our  office  at  the 
stock-yards  is  in  Kansas  City,  Kansas.  That  contract  was  signed  at 
our  office  in  Kansas  City,  Kansas,  and  those  cattle  started  out  over 
road  from  the  chutes  in  Kansas  City,  Kansas. 

Mr.  Cowgill :  The  stock-yards  are  both  in  Missouri  and  Kansas. 
I  know  very  well  that  the  feeding  cattle  are  kept  in  Missouri,  while 
some  of  the  others  are  kept  in  Kansas. 

Mr.  Scannell :   We  buy  these  cattle  in  Missouri  from  speculators — 

Mr.  Hennessey:  I  want  to  find  out  if  this  shipment  originated  in 
Missouri. 


315 


Q.  (by  Mr.  Evans ) :    When  did  you  first  see  these  cattle  ? 

A.  We  bought  that  stock  in  Missouri ;  we  were  two  days  buying 
it  before  it  was  shipped  out — 

Q.  Where  was  the  first  time  you  saw  these  cattle,  at  the  stock- 
yards ! 

A.  The  first  time  I  saw  this  stock — Do  you  want  to  know  the 
day  \ 

Q.    Yes,  sir  ;  was  it  the  day  they  were  shipped  or  some  other  day? 
A.    It  was  the  day  they  were  shipped. 
Q.    In  the  stock-yards  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  in  the  stock-yards.  It  was  on  the  day  of  the  ship- 
ment.   We  just  got  them  all  together  on  that  day. 

Q.  And  all  you  know  about  it  is  you  went  to  the  office  of  the 
Bock  Island  Company  there  at  the  stock-yards,  and  told  them  about 
your  stock  and  where  you  wanted  them  shipped  and  what  kind  of  a 
car  you  wanted  ;  is  not  that  all  you  know  about  what  was,  done  so  far 
as  your  own  personal  knowledge  is  concerned  ? 

A.  All  I  know  about  it  is,  I  went  there  and  told  him  the  number 
of  head  of  cattle  to  be  shipped  and  the  pen  number,  and  he  took  that 
down. 

Q.    And  that  is  all  you  know  about  what  was  done  ! 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    You  do  not  know  what  was  done  afterward  ? 
A.    No,  sir. 

Q.    You  do  not  know  who  ordered  those  cattle  out  I 

A.    No,  sir;  I  was  not  in  the  yards  then. 

Q.    (by  Mr.  Evans  to  Mr.  Selleck ) :    Where  do  you  live  ! 

A.    Kansas  City,  Missouri. 

Q.    What  is  your  business  ? 

A.  I  am  local  freight  agent  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railway  Company. 

Mr.  Hennessey :    I  think  he  had  better  be  sworn. 

F.  L.  Selleck  being  produced,  sworn  and  examined  as  a  witness 
on  part  of  defendant,  testified  as-follows : 
Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Evans  : 

Q.  Your  statements  just  made  are  as  true  as  if  you  had  been 
sworn  in  advance  f 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  the  agent  of  the  Rock  Island  at 
Kansas  City ! 

A.    Since  July,  1893. 
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Q.  Was  you  the  agent  of  this  company  at  the  time  this  shipment 
was  made? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    Did  you  hear  the  witness  say  that  he  signed  this  contract  at 
the  defendant's  office  at  the  Kansas  City  stock-yards  ? 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    I  wish  you  would  just  state  to  this  Board  whether  those  offices 
of  our  company  are  located  in  Kansas  or  Missouri  I 
A.    In  Kansas. 
Q.    In  Kansas  ? 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    I  will  hand  you  a  paper  marked  "  Exhibit  A,"  which  was  iden-  • 
tilled  by  Mr.  Scannell  in  his  cross-examination,  and  ask  you  if  you 
know  whether  that  was  executed  in  Kansas  or  Missouri? 

A.    It  was  executed  in  Kansas. 

Q.  Mr.  Selleck,  what  did  the  Kock  Island  have  to  do  with  the 
handling  or  disposition  of  this  shipment  of  cattle — in  other  words, 
when  did  the  Eock  Island  Co.  come  into  possession  of  these  cattle  for 
shipment? 

A.  The  way  I  understand  it  is  this :  The  cattle  are  turned  over 
to  the  Stock-yards  Company  there  at  Kansas  City,  and  they  load  them 
on  the  cars ;  we  do  not  come  into  the  actual  possession  of  the  cattle 
until  they  are  loaded  on  our  cars. 

Q.    Who  loaded  these  particular  cattle? 

A.    The  Stock-yards  Company. 

Q.    Did  the  Rock  Island  Co.  have  possession  of  these  cattle  prior 
to  that  time  ? 

A.  I  do  not  see  how  we  could.  The  way  I  understand  it,  they 
were  in  the  possession  of  the  Stock-yards  Company.  They  load  the 
cattle  into  our  cars,  and  we  pay  them  for  that  service. 

Q.  You  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  cattle  until  they  are  deliv- 
ered into  your  cars  for  shipment? 

A.    That  is  the  way  we  consider  it. 

Q.    Is  it  not  a  fact  that  all  cattle  delivered  to  the  Rock  Island  Co. 
for  shipment  are  delivered  in  the  state  of  Kansas  ? 
A.    I  should  say  it  was. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  so  far  as  the  actual  possession  of  the 
cattle  is  concerned,  they  are  turned  over  to  the  Rock  Island  Company 
in  the  State  of  Kansas  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  should  say  so ;  they  are  loaded  into  our  cars  in 
Kansas. 

Q.    And  loaded  by  whom  J 
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A.    The  Stock-yards  Company. 

Q,  (  by  Mr.  Cowgill) :    I  just  want  to  ask  you  this  :    You  had  the 
order  of  the  Stock-yards  Company  for  thewe  cattle  ! 
A.    I  did  not  handle  them  myself  personally. 

Q.  ( by  Mr.  Cowgill ) :  But  you  know  it  to  be  a  fact  that  the  Stock- 
yardsJCompany  would  not  deliver  cattle  to  your  company  or  any  other 
company  without  an  order. 

A.    I  do  not  think  they  would. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Cowgill) :  Won't  you  admit  that  the  Stock  yards  Com- 
parjy  had  an  order  from  you  for  those  cattle  ?  Won't  you  admit  that 
as  the  agent  of  this  road  ? 

A.    I  can  not  say  that. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Cowgill):  Won't  you  say  that  this  is  the  way  the 
business  generally  is  done  ?    Is  not  that  the  custom  \ 

A.  That  I  can  not  say;  I  simply  know  that  we  received  the  cattle 
and  loaded  them  in  the  State  of  Kansas. 

Mr.  Evans:  It  is  not  probable  that  they  were  delivered  without 
an  order  from  somebody. 

I  will  now  offer  in  evidence  the  affidavits  of  Henry  M.  Reed,  Live- 
stock Agent  of  the  Chicago,  Eock  Island  &  Pacific  railway,  and 
Abram  Winters,  who  is  foreman  of  a  loading  gang  at  [the  stock-yards. 

Mr.  Cowgill :    I  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Selleck  another  question. 

Mr.  Evans:  Certainly. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Cowgill):  You  will  admit  that  your  General  Freight 
Agent  will  give  a  return  pass  on  two  cars  of  live-stock  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir;  you  have  that  right  here  in  that  letter. 

Q.    Have  you  any  rules  in  your  office  authorizing  you  to  give  re 
turn  transportation  for  a  shipment  of  one  car  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  have ;  and  have  done  it  lots  of  times.  If  I  had  my 
book  here  I  could  show  it  to  you,  but  I  did  not  know  anything  of  that 
kind  would  be  needed,  so  I  did  not  bring  it. 

Q.  ( by  Mr.  Hennessey ) :  What  is  your  reason  for  declining  in  this 
case  ! 

A.  We  contend — this  shipment  did  not  come  under  my  personal 
supervision,  but  we  contend  that  this  shipment  originated  in  Kansas. 
Whenever  shipments  come  into  Kansas  City  that  have  originated  in 
Missouri,  I  always  give  a  return  pass. 

Q.    Would  not  that  be  a  discrimination? 

A.  I  do  not  think  it  would.  This  is  done  on  shipments  that  come 
from  Missouri  points  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.  This  other  shipment  origi- 
nated in  Kansas  City,  Kansas. 
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Q.    You  do  this  business  at  the  same  place  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir.  The  yards  are  connected,  but  there  is  a  dividing  line. 
Q,    But  you  do  all  the' business  at  the  same  place  ! 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  I  do  not  see  if  one  is  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  why  the  other  is 
not  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  too — cattle  shipped  into  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and 
cattle  shipped  out  of  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

A.    I  cannot  say. 

Q.    It  is  one  and  the  same  yard  f 

A.  As  I  said,  there  is  a  dividing  line.  There  is  a  line  dividing  the 
part  that  is  in  Missouri  from  the  part  that  is  in  Kansas,  and  the  plats 
of  the  stock-yards  will  show  it  very  plainly. 

Mr.  Evans  :  Every  contract  executed  at  the  office  of  the  Eock 
Island  Railway  Company  at  the  stock-yards  is  executed  in  Kansas, 
where  this  office  has  always  been.    Is  that  not  so,  Mr.  Selleck  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    This  office  has  never  been  in  Missouri  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  Whenever  a  man  wishes  to  ship  from  our  chutes  at 
the  Kansas  City  stock-yards,  he  always  ships  from  Kansas,  unless  he 
starts  from  our  platform  in  Missouri.  All  the  stock  that  comes  into 
Kansas  City  is  billed  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  while  that  which  is  billed 
out  is  billed  from  Kansas  City,  Kas.  It  is  quite  another  kind  from 
that  coming  from  Humphreys  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  that  going  from 
the  Kansas  City  stock-yards  to  Humphreys,  Mo.,  over  our  line. 

Q.  ( by  Mr.  Cowgill ) :  How  do  you  reconcile  the  fact  that  you 
give  return  passes  from  Kansas  City,  but  do  not  give  them  back  to 
Kansas  city  ?    Is  not  that  discrimination  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  think  it  is.  These  shipments  are  billed  differently. 
I  do  not  see  how  it  could  be  a  discrimination. 

Q.  ( by  Mr.  Cowgill  to  Mr.  Scannell ) :  You  say  these  cattle  were 
bought  in  Missouri  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    And  turned  over  by  you  to  this  company  in  Missouri? 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    To  be  shipped  in  Missouri  1 

A,    To  be  shipped  in  Missouri ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Evans  reads  the  affidavits  of  Harry  N.  Reed  and  Abram  Win- 
ters, which  are  in  the  following  words  and  iigures,  to  wit : 

State  of  Missouri,  ) 
County  of  Jackson,  j 

Harry  N.  Reed,  being  first  duly  sworn,  upon  his  oath  states  that  on'the  1st 

clay  of  May,  1894,  he  was,  and  still  is  the  live-stock  agent  of  the  Chicago,  Rock 

Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company  at  Kansas  City,  Kansas  ;  that  on  the  day  last 
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aforesaid  the  Talbott  Commission  Company  shipped  over  the  line  of  said  railroad 
company  from  the  Kansas  City  Jstock-yards  to  Trenton,  Missouri,  and  for  further 
shipment  over  the  lines  of  the  Quincy,  Omaha  &  Kansas  City  railway  to  the  town 
of  Humphreys,  in  Missouri,  one  car-load  of  cattle,  in  car  No.  70(506,  47  head  of  cat- 
tle ;  that  said  cattle  and  all  of  them  were  loaded  into  said  car  under  the  personal 
direction  ;of  affiant  at  said  stock-yards,  and  in  the  State  of  Kansas,  and  were 
shipped  from  that  point  in  the  State  of  Kansas  to  point  of  destination  in  the  State 
of  Missouri ;  and  further  affiant  saith  not. 

(Signed)]  Harry  N.  .Reed. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  12th  day  of  June,  1894.    My  commis- 
sion expires  March  4,  1896. 

[seal]  John  D.  Wenddrff, 

Notary  Public  within  and  for  Jackson  county,  Mo. 

Abram  Winters,  being  first  duly  sworn,  upoi  his  oath  states  that  he  has  read 
the  foregoing  affidavit  of  said  Henry  N.  Reed  and  understands  the  contents  thereof, 
and  that  the  matters  and  things  therein  stated  are  true  ;  that  at  the  date  men- 
tioned he  was,  and  still  is,  the  foreman  of  a  loading  gang  employed  in  said  stock- 
yards; that  as  such  foreman  he  caused  said  cattle  to  be  loaded  into  said  car  at  said 
stock-yards,  and  in  the  state  of  Kansas.  Abram  Winters. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  12th  day  of  June,  1894.    My  commis- 
sion expires  March  4,  1896.  John  D.  Wendorff, 

(Seal)  Notary  Public  within  and  for  Jackson  Co. ,  Mo. 

Mr.  Selleck  recalled. 
Redirect  examination  by  Mr.  Evans  : 

Q.    What  is  this  f  (shows  witness  a  paper.) 

A.    That  is  a  loading  statement. 

Where  was  that  executed,  in  what  state,  Kansas  or  Missouri  ? 

A.    I  can  not  tell.    The  line  runs  so  close  I  do  not  know  which 
state. 

Mr.  Scannell  recalled. 
Cross-examination  by  Mr.  Evans : 

Q.    Mr.  Boyle  did  not  accompany  this  stock,  did  heJ? 
A.    No,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  the  only  person  that  did  accompany  it,  are  you  not  f  # 
A.    I  am  the  only  person. 

Mr.  Selleck  recalled  for  direct  examination. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Evans):    Mr.  Selleck.  has  the  Rock  Island  Company 
ever  kept  any  other  office  there  ? 
A.    No,  sir. 

Q.    Who  loads  this  stock  ? 

A.  The  Stock-yards  Company  does  that.  They  handle  them  alto- 
gether and  load  them  into  our  cars  and  charge  us  so  much  a  car  for 
doing  so. 
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Q.  (by  Mr.  Cowgill ) :    Who  pays  that  charge  ? 

A.    We  do.    That  charge  does  not  follow  the  car.    We  absorb 

that. 

Q.    (by  Mr.  Cowgill):    Where  do  you  pay  taxes  in  that  office  ! 

A.  Of  course,  that  part  of  it  that  is  in  Kansas  is  leturned  in 
Kansas.    We  pay  our  taxes  in  Kansas. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Harding):  In  the  event  a  single  car-load  of  cattle  is 
shipped  in  from  Missouri  points  to  the  stock-yards  at  Kansas  City,  do 
you  give  a  return  pass  ? 

A.  If  it  is  billed  from  a  point  in  Missouri  and  billed  to  Kansas 
<3ity,  Mo.,  I  always  give  a  return  pass. 

Q.  ( by  Mr.  Hennessey) :  You  say,  then,  you  do  give  transporta- 
tion for  all  shipments  that  originate  and  terminate  in  Missouri  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  for  one  car.  Going  back,  I  have  done  it  lots  of 
times.  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  that  that  goes  out  of  Kansas  City. 
I  have  written  instructions  from  our  Mr.  Atwood  to  give  return  pass 
on  a  single  car-load  of  live-stock  in  Missouri. 

Q.  (  by  Mr.  Cowgill ) :  Then  your  agent  at  Humphreys,  it  seems, 
does  not  have  the  same  instructions. 

A.  Let  me  explain  that.  Humphreys,  Missouri,  is  on  the  line  of 
the  Q.,  O.  &  K.  0.,  and,  of  course,  my  instructions  would  not  apply  to 
him. 

Q.  ( by  Mr.  Evans ) :  Has  the  Rock  Island  a  line  extending  to 
Humphreys,  Mo. 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge.  Stock  shipped  over  the  Rock  Island 
to  Humphreys  will  go  over  the  Rock  Island  road  to  Trenton  and  then 
over  the  Q.,  O.  &  K.  C.  to  Humphreys. 

Q.    The  Rock  Island  has  no  line  to  that  point  ? 

A.    No,  sir. 

Mr.  Scannell :  The  agent  at  Humphreys  told  me  to  go  to  the  agent 
at  Trenton,  and  he  might  be  able  to  give  me  a  pass. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Cow*gill  to  Mr.  Selleck):  Have  you  traffic  arrange- 
ments with  the  Q.  O.  &  K.  C.  * 

A.  Let  me  understand  that  question.  Do  you  mean  [throngh 
tariffs  with  them  ? 

Q.    You  have  joint  tariffs  with  them,  haven't  you  ? 

A.    Yes^  sir,  I  think  we  have. 

The  finding  of  the  Commissioners  in  this  case  was  reserved,  pend- 
ing further  investigation  into  the  question  of  jurisdiction. 

June  13,  1894 — The  following  action  was  taken  by  the  Board,  and 
citations  duly  served  upon  F.  L.  Selleck,  by  Commissioner  Cowgill,  at 
-Jefferson  City  : 
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Jefferson  City,  Mo  ,  June  13,  1894. 
To  F.  L.  Selleck,  Local  Freight  Agent  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company  at  Kansas  City,  Missouri : 

The  following  proceeding  was  this  day  had  by  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse 
Commissioners  of  Missouri,  and  to  which  your  attention  is  requested: 

It  is  ordered  that  F.  L.  Selleck,  Local  Freight  Agent  of  the  Chicago,  Rock 
Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  be  and  is  hereby  cited  to  ap- 
pear before  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  of  Missouri  at  their  office  in 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  on  Tuesday,  July  10, 1894,  at  2  o'clock  p.  m.,  then  and  there  to 
show  cause,  if  any  there  may  be,  why  a  penalty,  as  prescribed  in  section  2645  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1SS9,  should  not  be  enforced  against  the  said 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company  for  failing,  up  to  the  present 
time,  to  file  with  the  said  Commissioners  a  certain  rule  or  regulation  of  the  said 
company  instructing  the  agents  of  the  said  company  to  furnish  return  transporta- 
tion to  shippers  of  a  single  car-load  of  live-stock,  or  to  the  employe  of  such  shipper. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Very  respectfully, 

James  Harding,  Secretary. 

June  27,  1S91 — The  following  was  received: 

Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Tor-EKA,  Kansas,  June  26,  1894. 
Dear  Sir — The  citation  served  on  F.  L.  Selleck,  Local  Freight  Agent  of  the 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railway  Company  at  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  cit- 
ing him  to  appear  bef  «re  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  of  Missouri, 
at  their  office  on  the  tenth  day  of  July,  to  show  cause  why  a  penalty  should  not  be 
assessed  against  said  company  for  failing  to  file  with  said  Commissioners  a  rule  or 
regulation  of  said  company,  instructing  its  agents  to  furnish  return  transportation 
to  a  shipper  of  a  single  car-load  of  live-stock,  or  to  the  employe  of  such  shipper, 
has  been  referred  to  me.  While  it  seems  to  me  that  the  statute  is  in  itself  a  rule 
and  regulation,  and  that  no  further  or  other  direction  to  agents  of  the  company  is 
necessary,  I  see  no  reason  why  there  should  be  any  controversy  over  this  matter, 
and  have  recommended  to  Mr  Johnson  that  he  promulgate  and  file  with  the  Com- 
missioners a  rule  requiring  return  transportation  to  be  furnished  to  a  shipper  of  a 
single  car-load  of  live-stock  or  his  employe  in  charge  thereof,  between  points  in 
Missouri. 

TrustiDg  that  this  will  be  satisfactory,  and  that  it  will  not  be  necessary  for 
Mr.  Selleck  to  appear  on  the  10th  of  July,  if  such  rule  is  filed,  I  am, 

Yours  truly, 

M.  A.  Low.  ' 

Answered  June  20,  as  follows  : 

*****  In  reply,  1  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Board,  after  due 
consideration  of  the  matter  of  the  failure  of  your  company  to  file  a  certain  regula- 
tion in  force  on  your  lines  in  regard  to  the  return  of  a  shipper  of  live-stock,  as  re- 
quired by  statute,  is  of  the  opinion  that  if  such  regulation  is  filed  with  them 
immediately  and  the  claim  of  C.  J.  Boyle  for  $3.55  fare  paid  by  him  from  Humphrey 
Mo.,  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  together*with  witness  fees,  mileage,  etc.,  amounting  to 
the  further  sum  of  $31.20,  for  attendance  at  hearing  of  said  matter  before  this 
Board,  total  $34.75,  be  promptly  paid,  the  hearing  set  for  July  10,  prox.,  will  be  un- 
necessary. 

R  R  C — 21 
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The  Commissioners  believg  that  the  failure  on  part  of  the  different  railroad 
companies  to  file  their  regulations  is  not  caused  from  any  desire  on  their  part  to 
evade  the  law,  and  have  no  disposition  to  subject  them  to  the  payment  of  this 
penalty  arbitrarily. 

Your  reply  to  this  communication  will,  no  doubt,  determine  whether  or  not 
the  hearing  set  for  July  10  shall  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

July  10,  18LJ4 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Low,  in  reply  to 
telegram  from  him  : 

*  *  *  As  stated  in  letter  from  this  office  June  29th  ult.,  the  Commission- 
ers, believing  that  a  failure  on  the  part  of  the  C,  R.  I.  &  P.  R'y  Co.  to  file  its 
regulations  regarding  free  transportotion  of  shippers  of  single  car-loads  of  live- 
stock was  not  on  account  of  any  desire  or  inclination  to  evade  the  law,  do  not 
wish  to  subject  that  company  to  the  payment  of  a  penalty.  They  hold,  however, 
that  under  the  provisions  of  the  laws  of  Missouri  the  C,  R.  I.  &  P.  R'y  Co. 
should  pay  costs  accrued  in  the  hearing  of  the  matter  referred  to,  amounting  to 
$31.20  witness  fees,  which,  added  to  the  amount  of  $3.55  claimed  by  Mr.  Boyle, 
aggregates  $34.75  to  be  paid  by  the  railway  company.  The  Board  has  as  yet  made 
no  order  in  this  case,  having  withheld  their  finding  pending  an  inquiry  as  to 
jurisdiction.  They  are  satisfied  from  the  evidence  that  the  shipment  on  which  the 
case  depends  was  wholly  within  the  State  of  Missouri,  and,  therefore,  their  juris- 
diction is  ample.  They  hope  the  case  may  be  settled  by  your  company,  as  sug- 
gested in  their  letter  to  you  of  June  29th  ult.,  without  the  necessity  of  further 
proceedings.  The  regulation  of  your  company  requiring  free  return  transporta- 
tion between  points  in  Missouri  for  shipper  of  single  cars  of  live-stock  was  filed 
here  July  5th  inst. ,  and  upon  information  received  by  the  Board  of  the  payment  of 
claim  and  witness  fees  as  before  referred  to,  the  hearing  appointed  for  today  and 
continued  until  the  17th  inst.  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

The  hearing  in  the  matter  of  Citation  vs.  F.  L.  Selleck  was  post- 
poned until  July  17,  1894,  on  which  day  proceedings  were  as  follows  : 

Copy  of  proceedings  in  the  matter  of  Citation  of  F.  L.  Selleck,  Local  Freight  Agent  Chi- 
cagO)  Rock  Island  §  Pacific  Railway  Company,  for  failure  to  file  a  certain  regulation 
uith  the  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

City  of  Jefferson,  July  17,  1894. 
Meeting  called  to  order  by  Acting  Chairman  Hickman. 
Present,  Acting  Chairman  Hickman,  Commissioner  Cowgill  and 
the  Secretary. 

F.  L.  Selleck,  Local  Freight  Agent  of  the  Chicago,  Eock  Island 
&  Pacific  Eailway  Company,  present  in  person,  and  represented  by  his 
attorney,  Frank  P.  Sebree. 

In  the  matter  of  the  citation  of  F.  L.  Selleck,  Local  Freight 
Agent  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company  : 

The  following  citation,  issued  by  the  Board  of  Railroad  and  Ware- 
house Commissioners,  issued  June  13,  1894,  was  read  by  the  Secretary  : 
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City  of  Jefferson,  June  13,  1894. 
To  F.  L.  Selleck,  Local  Freight  Agent  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.: 

The  following  proceeding  was  this  day  had  by  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse 
•Commissioners  of  Missouri,  and  to  which  your  attention  is  requested  : 

It  is  ordered  that  F.  L.  Selleck,  Local  Freight  Agent  of  the  Chicago,  Rock 
Island  &  Pacilic  Railway  Company  at  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  be  and  is  hereby  cited 
to  appear  before  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  of  Missouri  at  their 
office  in  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  on  Tuesday,  July  10,  1894,  at  2  o'clock  p.  m.,  then 
and  there  to  show  cause,  if  any  there  may  be,  why  a  penalty  as  prescribed  in  sec- 
tion 2645  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889,  should  not  be  enforced  against 
the  said  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company,  for  failing,  up  to  the 
present  time,  to  file  with  the  said  Commissioners  a  certain  rule  or  regulation  of  the 
said  company  instructing  the  agents  of  said  company  to  furnish  return  transporta- 
tion to  shippers  of  a  single  car-load  of  live-stock,  or  to  the  employe  of  such  ship- 
per." 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Very  respectfully, 

(Signed)  James  Harding,  Secretary. 

F.  L.  Selleck  appeared  by  attorney  Frank  P.  Sebree,  and  filed  the 
following  answer,  July  17,  1894  : 

Before  the  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  sitting  at  Jef- 
ferson City,  Missouri,  July  17,  1894. 

In  the  master  of  the  citation  of  F.  L  Selleck,  Local  Freight  Agent  of  the  Chicago, 
Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

Now  comes  F.  L.  Selleck  and  states  to  the  said  Honorable  Board,  that  on  or 
about  the  13th  day  of  June,  1894,  a  copy  of  the  citation  in  the  above  entitled  mat- 
ter was  delivered  to  him  at  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  when  he  was  at  said  Jefferson  City 
as  a  witness  before  said  Board  in  a  matter  then  pendiDg  before  it.  That  since 
July,  1893,  he  has  been  the  local  freight  agent  of  said  railway  at  Kansas  City, 
Jackson  county,  Mo.,  and  that  his  duties  as  such  agent  areconlined  to  said  Kan- 
sas City,  and  immediate  vicinity  thereof. 

That  he  never  had  any  authority,  nor  was  it  his  duty,  to  file  with  said  Board 
a  certain  rule  or  regulation  of  said  company,  instructing  the  agents  of  said  com- 
pany to  furnish  return  transportation  to  shippers  of  a  single  car  of  live-stock,  or 
to  the  employe  of  such  shipper. 

That  at  the  time  said  copy  of  said  citation  was  delivered  to  him  as  aforesaid, 
he  was  not  at  said  Jefferson  City  as  the  local  freight  agent  of  said  company,  but  as 
a  witness  before  said  Board  as  aforesaid. 

That  he  comes  now  before  said  Board  and  files  this  statement,  not  as  the  agent 
of  said  company,  nor  otherwise  representing  it,  but  appears  here  in  his  individual 
capacity,  believing  that  it  is  his  duty  out  of  respect  for  said  Honorable  Board  to 
make  this  answer.  Respectfully  submitted, 

(Signed)  F.  L.  Selleck. 

State  of  Missouri,  \ 
County  of  Cole,  j88' 

F.  L.  Selleck,  being  first  duly  sworn,  on  his  oath  says  that  the  facts  stated 

in  the  above  and  foregoing  statement  are  true,  as  he  verily  believes. 

(Signed)  F.  L.  Selleck. 
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Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me,  the  undersigned.  Notary  Public  withia 
and  for  the  county  of  Cole,  State  of  Missouri,  this  the  17th  day  of  Juiy,  1S94. 

W.  S.  Brothertox, 
My  commission  expires  Feb.  1.  1597.  Notary  Public. 

F.  L.  Selleck,  being  produced,  testified  as  follows: 
Mr.  Cowgill  :    I  want  to  ask  you  if  you  are  not  the  Local  Freight 
Agent  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company? 
A.    Yes,  sir,  at  Kansas  City. 
Q.    You  was  at  that  time  I 
A.    At  Kansas  City,  yes,  sir. 
Q.    Y'ou  are  still  ! 

A.  At  Kansas  City,  yes,  sir ;  but  I  do  not  know  whether  that  ha& 
anything  to  do  with  it  here  or  not. 

Q.  It  certainly  does  not  change  your  official  title  as  an  employe 
of  the  railroad,  simply  being  here  as  a  witness  ? 

A.    Well,  I  was  not  sent  here  as  an  agent. 

Q.    You  were  here  as  a  witness  ? 

A.    Y^es,  sir. 

Q.  We  think  that  the  company  has  had  proper  service:  service- 
on  any  agent  is  proper  service  ? 

A.    Well,  I  don't  know  anything  about  that. 

Mr.  Hickman  :    But  you  say  you  are  the  agent  ? 

A.  I  am  the  agent  at  Kansas  City:  that  is  as  far  as  my  jurisdic- 
tion goes. 

Mr.  Cowgill :  I  thought  Mr.  Sebree  was  making  an  attack  on  the 
fact  that  we  did  not  have  the  proper  service  ;  the  notice  was  not  served 
on  the  proper  party. 

Mr.  Hickman  :    Perhaps  we  neglected  to  swear  him. 

Mr.  Cowgill:    I  thought  of  that  myself. 

Mr.  Hickman:  I  guess  you  had  better  be  sworn.  (Administers 
oath  to  witness.)  Xow,  Judge  Cowgill,  perhaps  you  had  better  ask 
your  question  again. 

Mr.  Cowgill :  I  will  again  ask  you  if  you  were  not  at  that  time,, 
and  still  are,  the  Local  Freight  Agent  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  & 
Pacific  Railway  at  Kansas  City. 

A.    Yes,  I  am.    That  is  a  well-known  fact  anyhow,  that  part. 

Mr.  Hickman :    Mr.  Sebree,  have  you  any  question  ? 

Mr.  Sebree  :  No,  sir,  no  question.  The  Board  will  understand 
that  I  appear  here  to  answer  for  Mr.  Selleck,  file  his  answer,  and  for 
no  other  purpose.    You  have  read  the  answer  that  you  filed,  have  you  t 

Mr.  Selleck  :    I  looked  it  over  in  there  with  you  ;  yes,  sir. 
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Q.    I  will  ask  you  if  the  facts  stated  in  that  are  true  ! 

A.  Well,  yes,  they  are.  as  far  as  I  know.  Of  course  there  are 
points  there  that  I  don't  know  about. 

Q.  Well,  I  will  ask  you  separately.  You  state  here  that  on  or 
about  the  13th  of  June,  1894.  a  copy  of  the  citation  in  this  matter  was 
delivered  to  you  at  Jefferson  City,  Missouri:  is  that  a  fact  ! 

A.  Yes,  sir.  that  is  a  fact.  I  know  that  it  was  served  on  nie  here 
at  Jefferson  City,  but  I  don't  remember  that  it  was  on  the  13th  of  June. 
That  gentleman,  Judge  Cowgill,  served  it. 

Q.    Anywhere  else  ! 

A.    No,  sir,  it  was  not  served  on  me  anywhere  else. 
Q.    You  were  down  here  as  a  witness  before  the  Board  on  a  matter 
pending  before  it  at  that  time,  were  you  I 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    You  have  been  the  agent  of  the  Rock  Island  since  July,  1893 — 
the  Local  Freight  Agent  ? 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.    Your  duties  as  such  agent  are  confined  to  the  city  and  imme- 
diate vicinity,  are  they  ? 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  to  state  whether  before  this  citation  was  issued, 
or  for  that  matter  since  then,  have  you  ever  had  any  authority  to  file 
any  such  rule  as  is  referred  to  in  the  citation  with  the  Board  of  Rail- 
road Commissioners ! 

A.  No,  sir;  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  it  at  all.  I  think  this 
Board  understands  that  those  things  are  issued  by  the  general  freight 
department,  don't  you  I 

Mr.  Cowgill  :    Yes,  sir,  we  understand  that. 

Mr.  Sebree:    You  have  no  authority  in  the  matter  ! 

A.    No,  sir. 

Q.    You  are  here  just  for  the  purpose  of  filing  this  answer  for 
yourself  in  answer  to  the  citation  I 
A.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Cowgill  :  I  will  ask  you  if  you  did  not  have  instructions, 
prior  to  this  citation,  from  the  officials  of  the  Rock  Island  road  to  give 
return  transportation  on  one  car  i 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  had  a  letter  ;  that's  so.  But  there  was  no  general 
circular. 

Q.    You  considered  that  sufficient  instructions  for  issuing  it  ? 
A.    I  do  for  myself,  yes.    It  was  not  along  the  road,  of  course  ; 
it  was  just  a  letter  sent  to  me  to  do  it. 
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Mr.  Sebree  :  That  is,  you  mean  by  that,  you  were  to  give  a  ship- 
per of  one  car  of  stock  a  pass. 

A.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  wrote  and  asked  about  it  and  this  letter  was  sent 
to  me. 

Q.    When  was  that  ? 

A.    I  can't  tell  when  it  was. 

Q.    Well,  it  was  before  this  citation  was  issued  ? 

A.    Yes,  sir,  it  was  before  that. 

Q.    What  did  that  apply  to  ? 

A.    One  car-load  of  live  stock. 

Q.    Have  you  got  a  copy  of  that  letter  with  you? 

A.    No,  I  have  not. 

Mr.  Cowgill:  That  is  what  this  citation  is  for.  They  had  such  a 
rule  in  effect,  yet  they  never  filed  it  with  the  Commissioners. 

A.  There  was  no  regular  rule.  It  would  have  to  be  a  regular 
circular  to  inform  all  the  other  agents. 

Mr.  Cowgill:  That  would  put  your  road  in  bad  shape  to  give  it 
to  you  and  not  to  all ;  that  would  be  discriminating.  Of  course  you 
had  sufficient  evidence  given  you  to  enable  you  to  give  this  return 
transportation,  but  they  failed  to  file  that  rule  with  the  Commissioners,, 
but  they  give  you  this  authority  which  we  claim  the  law  says  they 
shall,  and  then  do  not  tile  it  with  the  Commissioners. 

A.    That  part  of  it  I  do  not  know  anything  about. 

Mr.  Sebree:    Have  you  any  more  questions,  Judge? 

Mr.  Cowgill :    I  do  not  believe  I  have  any  more. 

Mr.  Sebree  :    General,  have  you  any  questions  you  want  to  ask  i 

Mr.  Harding:    I  do  not  believe  I  have. 

Mr.  Hickman  :  Have  you  not  got  a  speech  you  want  to  make  to 
us,  Mr.  Sebree  ? 

Mr.  Sebree :  No,  sir,  I  do  not  believe  I  have  anything  to  say, 
Captain.  Of  course  we  might  continue  our  talk  before  this.  I  am  not 
here  to  be  contentious,  or  to  hold  on,  or  anything  like  that.  Neither  am 
I  here  to  enter  any  appearance  for  the  company  to  this  matter  here.  I 
am  simply  here  for  Mr.  Selleck  to  file  this  answer  for  him.  He  thought 
this  :  while  he  did  not  recognize  the  right  of  the  Board  to  bring  the 
company  in  in  this  way,  or  in  fact  any  right  to  any  legal  proceeding  at 
all  against  the  company  under  the  law,  he  thought  it  was  his  duty,  and 
I  think  so  too,  having  had  this  citation  served  on  him,  it  was  his  duty 
to  pay  some  attention  to  it  as  an  individual,  and  to  come  here  and  make 
his  answer. 

Mr.  Harding:  I  suppose  you  understand  perfectly  well  that  the 
proceeding  is  not  against  Mr.  Selleck  individually,  but  against  the 
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Eock  Island  Company,  and  the  idea  of  the  Board  was,  as  I  understand 
it,  that  service  could  be  had  on  any  agent  of  the  company  in  this 
State  under  the  law,  and  I  do  not  suppose  it  was  necessary  for  Mr. 
Selleck  to  appear  in  person  or  by  counsel  to  answer. 

Mr.  Sebree  :  I  want  the  Board  to  fully  understand,  and  I  want  it 
to  so  appear  in  the  record,  that  the  company  makes  no  appearance 
here  whatever.    This  is  the  answer  of  Mr.  Selleck. 

Mr.  Harding :  What  is  your  idea  of  proper  service  in  a  case  of 
this  kind  I 

Mr.  Sebree :  General,  to  tell  the  truth  about  it,  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  such  proceeding  provided 
for.  I  do  not  believe  this  Board  has  the  right  to  make  that  company, 
under  the  law,  file  any  such  rule.  That  law  applies  to  rates  which 
shall  be  fixed  by  the  company.  Of  course,  in  fixing  these  rates  the 
company  has  a  great  deal  of  discretion ;  but  in  order  for  the  public  to 
know  it,  and  for  this  Board  to  know  that  they  have  the  right  sort  of 
rates,  the  law  requires  that  they  shall  put  up  these  sheets  at  stations 
and  file  a  copy  with  the  Board.  But  here  is  a  law  like  any  other  law, 
that  says  this  railroad  company  shall  pass  a  shipper  to  his  destination 
and  back.  There  is  no  necessity  for  them  putting  up  that  rule  in  the 
depot  or  to  file  it  with  this  Board  that  they  will  do  it.  It  is  their  duty 
to  pass  the  shipper  just  as  it  is  their  duty  to  pay  taxes,  or  to  carry 
passengers  on  their  passenger  trains.  The  law  makes  them  do  it; 
therefore  it  is  unnecessary  for  them  to  post  up  the  fact  that  they  will 
comply  with  the  law,  no  more  than  any  other  citizen  that  he  will  com- 
ply with  it.  It  is  not  necessary  for  them  to  make  a  rule  that  they  will 
carry  a  man  when  the  law  says  you  shall  carry  him,  and  it  is  not  neces- 
sary for  them  to  notify  this  Board  or  the  people  either  that  they  will 
carry  a  man  to  his  destination  and  return. 

Mr.  Oowgill:  You  see  what  position  it  puts  the  company  in,  in 
having  given  Mr.  Selleck  notice  and  not  giving  the  other  agents  notice. 
It  is  a  discrimination  in  favor  of  those  who  ship  to  Kansas  City  and 
against  those  who  ship  from  Kansas  City  into  the  country. 

Mr.  Sebree  :  Not  at  all.  Mr.  Selleck,  as  I  understand  it,  sat  down 
and  wrote  the  company  with  reference  to  that,  inquiring  what  he 
should  do.  They  wrote  back,  "You  must  give  the  return  ticket — pass.77 
Now,  any  other  agent  that  had  written  them  the  same  thing  and  want- 
ing to  do  his  duty  would  probably  have  gotten  such  a  letter. 

Mr.  Oowgill:  If  the  other  agents  of  the  company  do  not  get  such 
instructions,  it  would  be  discriminating — 

Mr.  Sebree:  Not  at  all.  It  is  presumed  that  the  agent  of  the 
company  at  every  point  is  complying  with  the  law.    I  take  this  position 
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here.  This  is  a  provision  of  law  like  any  other  provision,  as  that  when 
a  passenger  buys  a  ticket  it  is  the  company's  duty  to  carry  him,  and  it 
is  not  necessary  for  them  to  notify  this  Board  that  they  will  do  it  or  to 
notify  the  public  that  they  will  do  it. 

Mr.  Harding :  It  is  necessary  in  this  State,  for  the  reason  that 
the  law  provides  that  copies  of  all  rules  and  regulations  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Commissioners.  That  law  of  this  State  says  it  must  be  done. 
There  is  a  general  regulation  of  the  company  on  file  here,  that  they 
will  pass  the  shipper  of  a  single  car  of  live-stock  one  way ;  but  the 
law  provides  that  he  must  be  passed  to  and  from  point  of  destination. 

Mr.  Cowgill :  There  is  a  rule  on  file  that  they  will  not  pass  the 
shipper  of  a  single  car  of  stock,  and  the  law  says  they  must  pass  him. 

Mr.  Sebree:  Since  this  controversy  arose  they  have  filed  a  copy 
of  this  regulation. 

Mr.  Harding:    There  is  a  copy  of  it  now  on  file. 

Mr.  Sebree :  It  was  not  necessary  to  do  that.  But  here  was  a 
rule  that  they  were  making  in  direct  contradiction  of  the  law  which 
says  you  shall  carry  them.  It  is  no  more  necessary  for  a  railroad  com- 
pany to  say  we  will  comply  with  that  law  than  it  is  for  other  citizens  to 
say  that  they  will  obey  the  law. 

Mr.  Harding :  What  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Commission  in  re- 
gard to  that  rule  filed  here,  that  the  company  will  not  comply  with  the 
law? 

Mr.  Sebree:  It  is  the  Board's  duty  to  proceed  under  the  law  and 
invoke  the  penalty  or  order  that  fare  paid  back.  If  they  filed  it  here 
and  there  was  a  complaint  about  it,  I  suppose  under  the  powers  of  the 
Board — under  the  powers  of  the  Board  I  suppose  they  might  investi- 
gate, either  on  complaint  or  without  complaint  to  see  that  they  are 
complying  with  the  law;  and  suppose  you  see  that  they  are  giving  that 
ticket  or  pass,  what  are  you  going  to  do  about  that  notice  that  they 
'have  filed  here  that  they  wont  give  it  % 

Mr.  Cowgill :  That  is  where  all  this  started.  They  filed  their  rule 
or  regulation  here  that  they  would  not  give  a  return  pass  with  a  single 
car-load  of  live-stock.  You  say  they  have  this  regulation  requiring  the 
agent  to  return  the  shipper  of  a  single  car-load,  and  we  claim  if  they 
have  such  regulation,  they  must  file  it  here  in  order  that  we  may  know 
that  they  are  complying  with  the  law  and  with  the  order  of  the  Board. 

Mr.  Sebree :  This  law  requiring  that  the  company  shall  give  a 
round  trip  ticket  or  pass  is  a  rule  itself  like  every  other  law.  The  com- 
pany does  not  have  to  pass  it  to  make  agents  give  it,  or  make  them 
amenable  to  law  if  they  do  not  give  it,  because  this  is  a  law  on  file  with 
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the  railroads,  with  this  Commission,  and  with  everybody  else  in  this 
State. 

Mr.  Cowgill :  We  take  this  position,  that  notwithstanding  that  is  the 
law  the  railroads  are  violating  that  law.  In  1893  we  made  an  order 
requiring  all  railroad  companies  to  obey  the  law.  In  the  meantime 
they  give  Mr.  Selleck  instructions  to  return  a  man  with  one  car,  but 
they  fail  to  file  it  with  the  Commission. 

Mr.  Hickman  :  Is  it  not  the  duty  of  the  railroad  authorities  to 
instinct  all  their  agents  in  regard  to  the  law  and  require  them  to  com- 
ply with  it  ?    All  agents  do  not  know  the  law. 

Mr.  Sebree  :  It  may  be  good  business  for  them  to  do  it,  but  if 
they  do  not  do  it  it  is  not  a  matter  that  concerns  this  Board,  as  long 
as  the  law  is  complied  with. 

.Mr.  Hickman  :  As  long  as  the  law  is  complied  with,  we  do  not 
want  to  make  any  complaint. 

Mr.  Sebree  :  Where  a  complaint  is  made  your  duty  is  plain  ;  or 
where  you  investigate  for  yourselves  and  find  that  fact;  but  the  posi- 
tion I  take  is  that  the  Board  has  no  right  to  require  it,  nor  the  law  did 
not  contemplate  that  a  company  should  file  a  statement  here  that  they 
will  comply  with  the  law.    That  would  be  a  useless  formality. 

Mr.  Cowgill  :  We  hold  that  with  every  rule  they  make  affecting 
fares  or  freight,  it  is  their  duty  to  file  it  with  the  Commissioners. 

Mr.  Sebree  :    They  did  not  make  that  rule  ;  the  law  made  it. 

Mr.  Cowgill  :  It  seems  they  did  make  it.  They  disobeyed  the 
law  for  some  time,  and  finally  they  did  make  that  rule,  but  they  did  not 
file  it  with  this  Board. 

July  18,  1894 — The  following  action  was  taken  by  the  Board  and 
certified  copy  sent  by  registered  mail  to  M.  A.  Low,  attorney  C,  E.  I.  & 
P.,  Topeka,  Kan. : 

City  of  Jefferson,  July  18,  1894. 
In  the  matter  of  complaintof  C.  J.  Boyle  vs.  The  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pa- 
cific Railway  Company,  on  account  of  refusal  of  the  said  company  to  furnish  Jo. 
iScannell,  the  employe  of  eaid  Boyle,  with  free  transportation  from  Humphreys, 
Mo. ,  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  the  said  employe  being  entitled  to  said  transportation 
under  the  provisions  of  section  2592,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889. 

Hearing  had  at  the  office  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  of  Mis- 
souri, Jefferson  City,  June  13,  1894,  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway 
-Company  beiDg  represented  by  W.  F.  Evans,  assistant  attorney,  etc. 

The  evidence  being  fully  considered,  the  Commissioners  find  that  the  said 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company ,  defendant  in  the  above  men- 
tioned matter,  was  guilty  of  a  violation  of  law  in  not  furnishing  to  the  employe  of 
C.  J.  Boyle,  the  complainant,  free  transportation  from  Humphreys,  Mo  ,  to  Kansas 
■City,  Mo.,  on  account  of  one  car-load  of  live-stock  shipped  from  Kansas  City,  Mo.s 
to  Humphreys,  Mo.,  on  May  1,  1895.  'And  the  said  Ccmmissioners  do  hereby 
order  that  the  said  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company  desist  at  once 
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from  any  further  violation  of  the  law,  as  above  referred  to,  and  that  within  ten 
(10)  days  after  the  receipt  of  this  order  the  said  company  pay  to  Jo.  Scannell,  the 
employe  of  said  C.  J.  Boyle,  the  sum  of  three  dollars  and  fifty-five  cents  ($3.55), 
being  the  amount  of  fare  paid  by  said  Scannell  from  Humphreys  to  Kansas  City, 
and  mrther,  that  within  ten  (10)  days  after  the  receipt  of  this  order  the  said  com- 
pany pay  to  the  said  Jo.  Scannell  the  sum  of  thirty-one  dollars  and  twenty  cents 
($31  20),  being  the  amount  due  said  Scannell  for  mileageland  per  diem  as  a  witness 
at  the  hearing  before  mentioned. 

A  true  copy  from  journal  official  proceedings  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse 
Commissioners  of  Missouri,  as  the  same  appears  of  record  July  18,  1894. 

Attest:  James  Harding,  Sec. 

August  21,  1894 — The  following  letter  was  written  to  M.  A.  Low,. 

General  Attorney,  Topeka : 

I  am  instructed  to  write  you  to  ask  what  action  you  have  taken,  or  propose  to 
take,  in  regard  to  the  payment  of  return  fare  and  costs  as  ordered  by  this  Board 
July  18,  1894,  in  the  case  of  complaint  of  C.  J.  Boyle  vs.  The  Chicago,  Rock  Island 
&  Pacific  Co. 

To  which  the  following  reply  was  received  August  24 : 

Topeka,  Kansas,  August  22,  1894. 
Gen.  Jas.  Harding,  Secretary  Board  R.  R.  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Replying  to  yours  of  the  21st  inst.,  respecting  the  payment  of  the 
return  fare  and  costs  in  the  matter  of  the  complaint  of  C.  J.  Boyle  against  this  com- 
pany, as  at  present  advised,  this  company  will  not  comply  with  the  order. 

Yours  truly,  M.  A.  Low. 

Following  is  copy  from  record  of  proceedings  of  the  Board,  Aug. 
28,  1894  : 

Board  also  took  up  the  matter  of  case  *f  C.  J.  Boyle  vs.  Chicago,  Rock  Island 
&  Pacific  railway  and  had  consideration  of  same  with  reference  to  letter  of  M.  A. 
Low,  attorney,  etc.,  stating  that  the  C,  R.  I.  *  P.  Co.  would  not  comply  with 
order  of  Board  made  July  18,  1894,  requiring  damages  and  costs  to  be  paid  by  said 
company.  It  was  ordered  that  the  Secretary  prepare  the  record  in  said  case  and 
transmit  the  same  to  Attorney-General  Walker,  with  the  request  that  he  com- 
mence proceedings  to  recover  damages  and  costs  at  his  earliest  convenience. 
Record  made  up  and  turned  over  to  Attorney-General  Walker  this  day. 

Record  of  case,  with  papers  pertaining  thereto,  was  transmitted  to 
Attorney-General  Walker,  with  following  statement,  Aug.  28,  1894  : 

Section  2592  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889,  provides  that  a  shipper 
of  a  single  car  of  live-stock  sball  be  entitled  to  free  transportation  to  point  of 
delivery  and  return  to  point  of  shipment.  A  penalty  for  the  violation  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section  is  provided  in  section  2590  of  the  Revised  Statutes. 

In  this  case,  as  the  Commissioners  construe  the  law,  the  shipper's  damage 
would  be  the  amount  he  was  required  to  pay  for  his  return  from  Humphreys  to 
Kansas  City.  The  Commissioners  so  decided,  and  as  their  finding  was  adverse  to 
the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company,  the*  cost  of  attendance  of 
witness  Jo.  Scannell  was  also  assessed  against  that  company.  Section  2G48  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  provides  that  in  case  the  Commissioners  find  a  common  carrier 
guilty  of  a  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this  article  (  article  2,  chapter  42  Revised 
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Statutes  Missouri,  1859  ),  they  shall  incorporate  such  finding  in  their  decision  and 
shall  order  the  carrier  to  desist  immediately  from  such  violation.  They  shall  also 
incorporate  in  their  decision  a  statement  of  damage  done  complainant,  and  order 
the  carrier  complained  of  to  pay  the  same,  and  the  decision  being  against  the  car- 
rier, it  must  pay  all  costs  which  shall  be  specified  in  the  finding  of  the  Commission- 
ers, with  an  order  to  carrier  to  pay  the  same.  If  the  carrier  refuses  to  pay 
damages  and  costs  as  specified  by  the  Commissioners,  they  may,  at  their  own  in- 
stance, cause  the  Attorney-General  or  prosecuting  attorney  of  the  proper  county 
to  institute  suit  against  the  carrier  in  the  name  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  to  enforce 
payment,  and  the  award  and  decision  of  the  Commissioners  shall  be  prima  facie 
evidence  of  the  facts  stated. 

Section  2665,  R.  S.  1889,  provides  that  all  railroad  corporations  within  the 
State  shall  be  subject  to  all  the  duties,  liabilities  and  provisions  contained  in 
article  2  (chapter  42)  not  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  their  charters. 

It  is  true,  the  provisions  of  section  2590  are  not  specific  as  regards  a  penalty 
for  non-compliance  with  section  2592,  but  it  is  provided  in  the  latter-named  section 
that  the  penalty  for  such  non-compliance  shall  be  as  provided  in  the  two  preceding 
sections  (2591  and.  2590).  The  Commissioners  are  well  aware  that  the  shipper,  be- 
ing refused  a  return  pass  on  a  shipment  of  one  car  of  stock,  would  not  for  that 
reason  have  grounds  to  recover  damages  on  account  of  the  neglect  of  a  railroad 
company  to  provide  a  trap-door  in  tbe  roof  of  a  stock  car  with  a  ladder  for  descent 
of  shipper  to  the  interior  of  the  car  ;  nor  for  the  failure  to  transport  and  deliver 
shipment  to  the  consignee  or  stcck-jard  indicated  in  bill  of  lading.  But  the  Com- 
missioners believe  the  intent  of  section  2592  to  be  that  for  a  violation  of  its  pro- 
visions regarding  a  return  pass  for  a  stock-shipper,  the  compaey  offending  shall  be 
liable  for  proper  damages  and  costs. 

The  Commissioners  believing  that  in  this  matter  their  proceedings  have  been 
in  accordance  with  law.  and  having  made  a  lawful  order  which  is  disobeyed  by  the 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company,  as  hereinbefore  shown,  hereby 
refer  the  record  of  the  case  to  you,  as  provided  in  section  2648  Revised  Statutes, 
with  the  request  that  if  you  find  the  proceedings  hereinbefore  stated  to  be  in  ac- 
cordance with  law,  you  take  necessary  steps  at  your  earliest  convenience  to  prose- 
cute for  and  recover  the  amount  of  damages  and  costs  as  set  forth  in  the  order  of 
the  Commissioners  of  date  July  18,  1894. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

The  Commissioners  have  in  the  above  matter  gone  to  the  extent 
of  the  law  so  far  as  in  their  power. 

The  above  action  closes  the  case  so  far  as  the  Commissioners  are 
concerned,  the  enforcement  of  the  law  now  depending  upon  the  Attor- 
ney-General of  the  State. 

Subsequently,  in  reply  to  inquiries  made  by  the  Commissioners^ 
the  following  letters  were  received  from  the  Attorney-General : 

Jefferson  Ciyt,  Mo.,  Nov.  22,  1894. 
Hon.  Board  R'y  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen — Sec.  2592  R.  S.  1889,  which  requires  railroad  companies  to  pass 
persons  shipping  live-stock  or  melons  from  the  point  of  shipment  to  the  point  of 
sale  or  consignment  and  return,  was  first  enacted  in  1889.  The  penalty  prescribed 
for  a  violation  of  this  section  is  the  same  as  in  the  two  preceding  sections.  In  Sec. 
2590  the  penalty  prescribed  is  that  "any  corporation  neglecting  or  refusing  to  com- 
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ply  with  the  requirements  of  this  section  shall  be  liable  to  all  persons  damaged 
thereby,  for  all  damage  which  they  may  sustain  by  reason  of  the  neglect  or  refusal 
of  the  corporation  to  comply  with  the  law."  In  caee  of  subsequent  refusal  of  a 
corporation  to  comply  with  this  section,  an  action  may  be  instituted  against  it  for 
the  uee  of  the  State,  and  in  the  event  of  the  judgment  being  rendered  for  the 
plaintiff,  the  corporation  may  be  required  to  pay  the  penalty  prescribed  by  the 
statute.  Sec.  2591  states  that  "the  penalty  for  the  violation  of  its  provisions  is 
the  same  as  that  prescribed  in  Sec.  2590."  From  these  enactments  authority  is 
derived  for  instituting  a  proceeding  in  the  proper  court  against  the  corporation 
complained  of  for  a  violation  of  the  provisions  of  Sec.  2592,  and  the  recovery  of 
such  damages  as  may  be  proved  to  have  been  sustained.  In  the  event  of  subse- 
quent similar  violations  of  the  law  by  the  company,  suit  may  be  instituted  by  the 
prosecuting  attorney  of  the  proper  county  for  the  use  of  the  people  of  the  State, 
and  if  judgment  is  recovered  by  the  complainant  the  company  may  be  adjudged  to 
pay  the  State  not  less  than  $1000  nor  more  than  $5000  for  each  and  every  failure  or 
refusal. 

A  precedent  for  a  prosecution  against  a  railroad  company  under  a  law  similar 
to  Sec.  2592,  supra,  may  be  found  in  Graham  vs.  R'y  Co.,  66  Mo.  536. 

Respectfully, 

R.  F.  Walker,  Attorney-General. 

November  26,  1894. 
Hon.  Board  Railway  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Gentlemen — In  reply  to  your  inquiry  of  the  26th  inst.,  permit  me  to  say,  the 
penalty  prescribed  for  a  violation  of  Sec.  2592,  R.  S.  1889,  is  specific,  and  is  to  be 
found  in  Sec.  2590  R*.  S.  1889 ;  it  is  as  follows  :  "Any  such  corporation  neglecting 
or  refusing  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of  this  section  shall  be  liable  to  all  per- 
sons damaged  thereby,  for  all  damages  which  they  may  sustain  on  that  account, 
*  *  *  *  and  costs  of  suits,  including  such  reasonable  attorneys'  fees  as  shall 
be  taxed  by  the  court."  In  the  event  of  a  second  refusal,  suit  is  authorized  to  be 
brought  in  the  name  of  the  State,  and  if  the  action  is  sustained,  the  corporation  is 
required  to  pay  a  specific  penalty  for  such  failure  or  refusal. 

The  penalty  prescribed  in  Sec.  2648,  R.  S.  1889,  which  you  refer  to  in  your  in- 
quiry, is  general  in  its  terms,  and  has  no  reference,  under  the  rules  of  construction, 
to  Sec.  2592,  supra,  which  is  a  later  enactment.  Where  a  later  special  or  particular 
penalty  is  prescribed  for  the  violation  of  a  section  of  a  statute,  it  is  construed  to 
take  precedence  over  a  general  law  of  earlier  enactment  prescribing  a  punishment 
for  any  violation  of  the  article  or  chapter  into  which  the  latter  section  has  been 
incorporated.  Respectfully, 

R.  F.  Walker,  Attorney-General. 

Dec.  10,  1894. 

Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sirs— The  penalty  prescribed  for  a  violation  of  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 2592,  R.  S.  1889,  is  to  be  found  in  section  2590,  R.  S.  18S9.  This  authorizes  the 
person  damaged  and  not  the  Commissioners  to  institute  suit ;  in  case  of  a  second  or 
later  [refusal  of  the  company  to  comply  with  the  law,  an  action  may  be  brought 
(  presumably  by  the  prosecuting  attorney  Qt  the  county,  although  the  statute  does 
not  say  so  ),  and  in  the  event  of  a  finding  for  the  plaintiff,  the  company  may  be  ad- 
judged to  pay  for  the  use  of  the  people  of  the  State  a  penalty  for  each  and  every 
refusal.  I  have  fully  answered  your  inquiry  in  my  letter  of  the  26th  inst.,  which 
please  see.     •  Yours  respectfully, 

R.  F.  Walker. 
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The  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General  is  to  the  effect  that  suits  for 
damages  sustained  for  a  violation  of  the  provisions  of  section  2592  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  of  Mo.,  J 889,  must  be  instituted  by  the  party 
damaged.  The  papers  in  the  case  referred  to  the  Attorney-General  for 
his  action  were  returned  by  him  to  the  Commissioners. 

May  22,  1894 — The  following  order  was  made  by  the  Board : 

City  of  Jefferson,  May  22,  1894.. 

To  whom  it  may  concern  : 

Section  2592  of  the.  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889,  provides  that  whenever 
any  railroad  company  doing  business  within  the  limits  of  this  State  shall  receive  and 
ship  any  live-stcck  by  the  car-load,  said  company  shall,  in  consideration  of  the  price 
paid  for  such  car,  pass  the  shipper  or  his  employe  to  and  from  the  point  designated 
in  bill  of  ladiDg,  without  further  expense  to  the  shipper. 

The  Commissioners,  having  good  reason  for  believing  that  notwithstanding 
their  circular  letters  to  the  officials  of  the  railroads  in  this  State,  calling  the  atten- 
tion of  the  officers  of  said  railroads  to  the  provisions  of  the  law  above  referred  to, 
and  urging  a  strict  compliance  therewith,  the  said  provisions  of  law  are  not  com- 
plied with  by  all  of  the  railroad  companies  in  this  State,  and  that  return  passes  for 
shippers  are  not  issued  excepting  where  two  or  more  car-loads  of  live-stock  are 
shipped,  do  hereby  declare  that  any  rule  or  regulation  in  force  upon  any  railroad 
in  this  State  whereby  the  shipper  of  one  car-load  of  live-stock  or  the  employe  of  such 
shipper  is  required  to  pay  his  return  fare,  is  unlawful,  and  the  Commissioners  do 
hereby  order  that  immediately  upon  receipt  of  this  communication  by  any  proper 
officer  of  any  railroad  in  this  State,  any  such  rule  or  regulation'as  herein  referred 
to,  or  in  any  way  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  the  said  section  2592,  be 
rescinded,  and  the  officers  of  all  rai'roads  within  this  State  are  hereby  notified  that 
for  any  violation  of  the  provisions  of  the  said  section  2592  the  law  will  be  promptly 
and  strictly  enforced. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

T.J.  Hennessey, 
Chairman . 

Certified  copies  of  above  were  mailed,  registered,  to  the  proper 
officers  of  the  several  railroads  in  the  state  of  Missouri,  with  circular 
letter  as  follows : 

Herewith  is  enclosed  copy  of  proceedings  of  the  Commissioners  had  this  day, 
regarding  the  free  transportation  ol  shippers  of  live-stock,  which  proceedings  in- 
clude an  order  regarding  rules  and  regulations  in  force  upon  some  of  the  railroads 
in  this  State,  to  which  order  your  attention  is  requested. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

To  above,  answers  were  received  as  follows  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  May  24,  1894. 
Hon.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  R.  R.  &  W.  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— This  acknowledges  yours  of  the  22d  inst.,  enclosing  a  communica- 
tion signed  by  Mr.  T.  J.  Hennessey,  with  reference  to  return  transportation  for 
parties  shipping  live-stock  within  the  State  of  Missouri. 

So  far  as  the  M.  K.  &  T.  is  concerned,  we  know  of  no  difficulty  in  this  re- 
spect. 
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For  your  information,  permit  me  to  enclose  copies  of  specific  instructions 
given  to  agents  with  reference  to  this  matter,  being  supplement  No.  4  to  joint 
freight  tariff"  No.  Ill,  and  supplement  No.  5  to  joint  freight  tariff  No.  305. 

Very  respectfully, 

C.  Haile,  G.  F.  A. 

Chicago,  May  25,  1894. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Dep't,  City  of  Jefferson,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — We  beg  to  acknowledge  your  favor  of  May  22,  containing  extracts 
from  section  2592,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri  1889,  regarding  the  free  transpor- 
tation of  parties  in  charge  of  single  cars  of  live-stock  within  the  State  of  Missouri. 

Our  rule  is,  and  has  been,  that  one  man  will  be  passed  each  way  in  charge  of 
one  car  of  live-stock,  when  shipment  originates  at  and  is  destined  to  a  point  within 
the  State  of  Missouri. 

That  there  might  be  no  misunderstanding  regarding  this  matter,  so  far  as  the 
A.,  T.  &  S.  F.  is  concerned,  the  information  given  above  was  published,  as  per  copy 
of  notice  attached,  which  notice  is  on  file  at  all  our  stations  within  the  State  of 
Missouri.  Yours  truly, 

J.  G.  Miller,  A.  G.  F.  A. 

St.  Louis,  Mo  ,  May  25,  1894. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Department,  Jeff.  City,  Mo.: 

Dear'  Sir— Your  letter  of  May  22nd,  enclosing  one  from  the  Board  of  the 
same  date,  about  returning  free  the  shipper  of  one  car  of  live-stock,  received. 

We  issued  instructions  on  the  18th  of  last  December  to  do  this,  and  have 
never  received  any  complaint  that  we  were  not  doing  it. 

If  you  have  any  complaints  against  our  road,  1  should  be  glad  to  be  advised, 
that  we  can  take  the  matter  up  with  the  agents  at  fault. 

^ours  truly,  Howard  Elliott. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  28,  1894. 
Hon.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jeff.  City,  Mo. : 
Dear  Sir— Replying  to  your  favor  of  the  22d  enclosing  copy  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  Commissioners  regarding  free  transportation  of  shippers  of  live-stock,  I 
beg  to  say  that  this  company  has  a  standing  order  which  has  been  carried  out  by 
all  agents  to  pass  one  man  in  charge  of  oie  car  of  stock  to  destination  and  return 
to  shipping  point.  Yours  truly, 

Jas.  Donohue,  G.  F.  A. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  29,  1894. 
Gen.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  &  Warehouse  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 
Dear  Sir— I  am  in  receipt  of  your  circular  letter  of  May  22d,  enclosing  the 
Commissioners'  order  in  regard  to  the  passage  of  parties  in  charge  of  live-stock, 
and  beg  to  say  in  reply  that  our  rules  conform  to  the  law  in  this  regard. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Edward  S.  Washburn,  F.  T.  M. 

Burlington,  Ia  ,  May  31,  1894. 
Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  &  Warehouse  Department,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

My  dear  Sir— Replying  to  your  letter  of  May  22,  with  which  you  enclose  a 
copy  of  a  "To  Whom  It  May  Concern,"  in  regard  to  the  transportation  of  party  in 
charge  of  one  car  of  stock  both  ways. 

So  far  as  the  C,  B.  &  Q.  is  concerned  in  Missouri,  C,  B.  &  Q.  file  7950  covers 
the  ground  ;  it  provides  for  the  passage  of  one  man  both  ways  in  charge  of  a  car  of 
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stock  ;  and  our  Chicago  people  now  have  the  matter  up  for  re-issuing  in  a  different 
form,  which  will  protect  shippers  and  comply  with  your  orders. 

Yours  truly, 

J.  M.  Bechtel,  D.  F.  A. 
Chicago,  June  11,  1894. 

Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Secretary  Missouri  State  Commissioners,  Jefier9on  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — I  have  yours  of  the  7th  inat.,  advising  us  of  action  taken  by  the 
Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  regarding  return  transportation  to  par- 
ties in  charge  of  single-car  shipments  of  live-stock  between  stations  in  Missouri. 
Mr.  C.  is  absent  from  home  at  present,  and  upon  his  return  I  will  call  his  attention 
to  your  communication  and  enclosures  received  with  same. 

Herewith  I  send  you,  foryour  information,  copy  of  our  rules  governing  the 
issuance  of  transportation  in  charge  of  live-stock  shipments,  covering  the  entire 
line  of  our  road,  both  on  State  and  inter-state  business.  These  rules  correspond 
with  those  in  use  by  all  western  roads  from  Chicago.  They  are  well  understood 
by  shippers  and  give  satisfaction  to  all  concerned.  Eastern  lines  give  no  return 
transportation  under  any  circumstances  to  men  in  charge  of  one  or  more  cars  of 
live-stock.  Yours  truly, 

A.  Newman,  A.  G.  F.  A. 

Chicago,  April  4,  1893. 

To  all  agents : 

The  following  rules  will  govern  the  issuance  of  transportation  to  parties  in 
charge  of  live-stock  shipments: 

First— One  man  will  be  passed  in  charge  of  one  car  of  live-stock.  No  return 
pass  to  be  given,  except  that  return  pass  may  be  given  for  one  car  horses  or  mules. 

Second— One  man  each  way  in  charge  of  two  to  five  cars. 

Third — Two  men  each  way  in  charge  of  six  to  ten  cars. 

Fourth — Three  men  each  way  in  charge  of  eleven  or  more  cars,  which  is  the 
maximum  number  that  will  be  passed  with  stock  for  one  owner. 

Fifrh— Return  passes  for  men  in  charge  of  horses  or  mules  to  be  used  within 
thirty  days,  and  for  men  in  charge  of  other  stock  within  three  days,  afcer  cars 
arrive  at  destination,  the  return  passage  to  be  commenced  on  the  day  of  the  is- 
suance of  the  pass. 

Sixth— Women  not  to  be  passed  in  charge  of  live-stock. 

Seventh — No  return  passes  will  be  issued  to  parties  who  do  not  accompany 
the  shipment,  and  agents  and  others  are  required  to  see  to  it  that  in  issuing  con- 
tracts no  names  are  inserted  therein  but  those  of  the  party  or  parties  actually  with 
the  stock,  and  the  signatures  of  the  parties  whose  names  are  thus  inserted  must  be 
shown  upon  the  contract  as  a  means  of  identification. 

Eighth— When  two  cars  of  stock  are  shipped  from  different  stations  by  the 
eame  owner,  and  are  received  at  destination  on  same  train,  man  in  charge  shall  be 
entitled  to  return  pass  to  nearest  station. 

Shippers  entitled  to  transportation  as  above  must  accompany  their  stock,  and 
will  not  be  passed  on  passenger  trains. 

Live-stock  contracts  are  not  good  for  return  passage  from  Chicago  or  East  St. 
Louis,  but  must  be  exchanged  for  drovers'  tickets  in  every  case. 

Fares  paid  through  neglect  to  obtain  return  tickets,  or  failure  to  use  tickets 
in  time  specified  on  same,  will  not  be  refunded  under  any  circumstances. 
All  instructions  in  conflict  with  this  circular  are  hereby  canceled. 

H.  H.  COURTRIGHT, 

General  Freight  Agent. 
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The  reply  of  Mr.  Newman  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  R.  R.  being 
unsatisfactory,  and  showing  a  disregard  of  the  law  by  that  company,, 
the  Commissioners  made  the  following  order,  which  was  mailed  regis- 
tered to  Mr.  S.  H.  Fulton,  A.  G.  F.  A.  of  the  C.  &  A.  R.  R.  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  June  12,  1894: 

The  following  proceeding  was  this  day  had  by  the  Commissioners,  to  which 
your  attention  is  requested  : 

It  is  ordered  by  the  Board  that  S.  H.  Pulton,  Assistant  General  Freight  Agent 
of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  R.  R.  at  Kansas  City.  Mo.,  be  and  is  hereby  cited  to  ap- 
pear before  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  of  Missouri  at  their  office 
in  Jefferson  City,  on  Tuesday,  July  10,  1894,  at  9  o'clock  a.  m.,  then  and  there  to 
show  cause,  if  any  there  be,  why  proceedings  should  not  be  instituted  against  the 
Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Company  to  enforce  the  penalty  prescribed  for  the  viola- 
tion of  the  provisions  of  section  2592  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  18S9,  in  re- 
fusing to  furnish  return  transportation  in  this  State  to  shippers  of  live-stock  in 
single  car-loads,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  is  ordered  to  serve  this  notice 
upon  the  said  S.  H.  Fulton  by  mailing  the  same  by  registered  mail,  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

June  15,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Chicago,  111.,  June  15,  1894. 
James  Harding,  Secretary  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 
Dear  Sir — Your  communication  of  June  12,  1894,  to  S.  H.  Fulton.  Assistant 
General  Freight  Agent  of  this  company  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  has  been  forwarded 
to  me  for  advice. 

This  is  the  first  time  that  the  subject  has  been  called  to  my  attention.  It  is 
the  conclusion  of  this  company,  irrespective  of  the  validity  of  that  statute  (which 
we  do  not  propose  now  to  question),  that  the  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse 
Commission  should  be  respected,  and  this  company  will,  in  respect  to  the  wishes 
of  your  Commission,  furnish  the  transportation  required  by  section  2592,  Revised 
Statutes  of  Missouri,  to  the  shippers.  Your  notice  of  June  12th  does  not  state  the 
name  of  the  person  who  has  made  complaint  ;  therefore,  I  do  not  know  what  more 
we  can  do  but  to  advise  you  of  this  conclusion  of  the  company  ;  and  you  may  say 
to  the  Commission  that  in  the  future  this  requirement  of  your  Board  will  be  strictly 
adhered  to. 

If  this  satisfies  your  order  and  does  away  with  the  necessity  of  the  appear- 
ance of  Mr.  Fulton,  please  advise  me.    If  anything  more  is  required  touching  that 
proceeding  for  July  10,  please  advise  me. 

Mr.  Fulton  has  been  notified  of  this  conclusion.  • 

Your  truly, 

Wm.  Brown,  General  Solicitor. 

Answered  June  20,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  I  am  instructed  by  this  Board  to  state  that  your  statement  that  you 
will  in  future  furnish  this  transportation  is  entirely  satisfactory,  and  will  cause  the 
hearing  of  this  matter  set  for  July  10  prox.  to  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

The  firm  making  complaint  was  Messrs.  Holloway  Brothers  &  Neill  of  Rowena,. 
Mo. ,  the  amount  paid  for  return  fare,  as  per  their  letter,  being  "about  $9.50,"  and 
I  am  further  instructed  to  state  that  the  Board  will  expect  a  settlement  of  their 
claim  before  matter  will  be  considered  closed. 
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In  regard  to  notice  of  this  order  of  the  Board  referred  to  in  your  letter  :  This 
order  requiring  return  pass  for  shipper  of  single  car  of  stock  was  made  May  24,  at 
which  time  copy  was  sent  by  registered  mail  to  your  General  Freight  Agent,  Mr. 
H.  H.  Courtright,  and  his  receipt  is  now  on  file  in  this  office." 

The  reference  in  Mr.  Brown's  letter  of  complaint  made  by  stock- 
shipper,  which  complaint  is  also  referred  to  in  letter  of  the  Board 
quoted  above,  is  regarding  a  complaint  made  by  Holloway  Bros.  & 
Neill,  as  shown  hereinafter. 


May  26,  1894— The  following-  was  written  Howard  Elliott,  G.  F.  A. 
C.  B.  &  Q.  lines  in  Missouri : 

*****  There  are  no  complaints  against  the  C,  B.  &  Q.  lines  in  Missouri 
on  account  of  return  passes  for  shippers  of  one  car-load  of  live-stock. 

1  do  not  find  instruction  of  December  18th  last,  referred  to  by  you,  bat  in  C, 
B.  &  Q.  special  rules  and  regulations,  taking  effect  January  1,  1894,  it  is  provided 
that  rules  governing  the  passage  of  men  in  charge  of  live-stock  will  not  govern  in 
states  where  rules  are  in  conflict  with  state  laws.  The  communication  of  the  Com- 
missioners, 22nd  inst  ,  was  in  the  nature  of  a  general  order  and  sent  to  representa- 
tives of  all  the  railroads  in  the  State.  Its  heading,  "To  Whom  It  May  Concern," 
was  intended  to  show  that  it  did  not  apply  to  any  line  in  the  state  on  which  the 
law  regarding  stock  shippers'  passes  was  observed. 


May  30,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Galt,  Mo.,  May  29,  1894. 
Warenouse  and  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gents—  Please  rind  herewith  contracts  for  two  cars  of  hogs  shipped  overQ., 
O.  &  K.  C.  R'y  to  Ottumwa,  la  via  Trenton,  C,  K.  I.  &  P.  R'y.  I  was  refused  re- 
turn passage  by  agent  C.,R.  I.  &  P.  R'y  at  Ottumwa;  consequently  had  to  pay 
my  fare  back  to  Gait,  $2.88.  And  as  I  did  not  come  by  Rock  Island  R'y,  which 
was  much  out  of  my  way,  they  refused  to  refund.  If  section  No.  2592  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes  of  Missouri  applies  to  my  case,  will  you  kindly  request  said  compa- 
nies to  refund. 

Have  got  passes  over  the  same  route  with  one  load  of  hogs. 
Hope  you  will  give  this  matter  your  attention. 

Very  respectfully,  J.  W.  Gibson. 

Answered  May  20,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  The  case  you  present  is  one  of  inter-state  traffic;  the  Missouri 
laws  do  not  govern,  as  its  application  is  as  between  points  in  this  State  only. 

June  7 — The  following  was  received  : 

R owen a,  Mo. ,  June  5,  1894. 

Hon.  James  Co wgill,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Last  winter  when  we  were  feeding  in  Saline  county,  we  at  different  times 
shipped  four  loads  of  stock— two  loads  from  Mexico  and  two  from  Centralia— all 
for  Shackelford.    We  ought  to  have  had  a  return  pass  on  each,  as  they  were 
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shipped  at  different  times,  but  they  would  give  no  return  pass  ;  so  is  there  any- 
way by  which  we  could  make  them  refund  our  money  ?  It  would  be  about  $9.60. 
They  were  all  shipped  over  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad.  They  were  billed  in  the 
name  of  the  party  in  charge,  but  they  all  belonged  to  the  firm.  The  two  loads 
from  Mexico  were  billed  one  each  to  J.  H.  Neill  and  T.  J.  Hollo  way,  and  the  two 
from  Centralia,  one  each  to  J.  E.  and  T.  J.  Holloway.  We  would  be  pleased  to 
have  your  advice  in  regard  to  the  matter  at  your  earliest  convenience. 

How  is  the  law  that  governs  the  rates  on  railroads  ?  Are  they  allowed  to 
charge  15  cents  from  Kansas  City  and  23  cents  from  DeWitt  to  Chicago,  when 
DeWitt  is  some  forty  m'iles  nearer  on  the  same  road?  Some  two  weeks  ago  we 
shipped  four  cars  of  cattle  from  DeWitt.  They  gave  us  a  rate  of  15  cents,  and  it 
was  entered  on  our  contract  to  that  effect,  but  when  we  got  our  freight  bill  it  was 
made  23  cents  instead  of  15  cents.  This  was  a  cut  rate  they  claimed  to  have  made  ; 
and  two  weeks  later  we  shipped  six  cars  from  the  same  place,  and  the  cut  rate  was 
to  have  been  canceled  the  next  day,  so  the  agent  would  not  bill  the  stock  out 
without  dating  the  contracts  one  day  ahead  ;  so  that  made  it  seem  that  we  did 
not  get  on  the  cut  rate,  aud  they  charged  the  regular  rate  of  23  cents.  It  made  it 
quite  heavy  on  ten  car-loads  of  stock.  Can't  something  be  done  that  we  may  get 
our  money  back  ?  In  the  last  shipment  the  15  cents  was  not  entered  on  contract, 
but  it  was  dated  one  day  ahead,  a?  the  cut  rate  was  canceled  the  next  day,  but  the 
15  cents  was  entered  on  the  first  shipmeut.  Please  write  at  once  what  can  be  done 
in  regard  to  the  matter.  We  are  respectfully  yours, 

Holloway  Bros.  &  Neill. 

Beferred  to  H.  H.  Courtright,  G.  F.  A.,  in  letter  as  follows,  June  7  : 

Enclosed  herewith  is  copy  of  letter  received  today,  which  is  referred  to  you 
for  your  attention. 

The  attention  of  the  officials  of  the  railroads  of  this  State  has  been  called,  on 
different  occasions,  to  the  r<  quirement  of  the  law  in  regard  to  return  passes  for 
shippers  of  single  cars  of  live-stock.  Copies  of  action  of  the  Board  in  this  regard, 
taken  May  24, 1893,  and  May  22,  1894,  which  were  forwarded  you  by  registered  mail 
at  time  of  issue,  are  enclosed  herewith. 

The  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad,  as  filed  in  this 
office,  provide  that  a  return  pass  shall  not  be  given  to  the  shipper  of  one  car-load 
of  stock.  This  is  directly  in  conflict  with  the  law,  as  provided  in  section  2592  R. 
S.  of  Missouri,  1889.  No  order  annulling  the  rules  referred  to,  so  far  as  it  applies 
to  Missouri,  is  found  on  file  here,  and  the  Commissioners  are  constrained  to  believe 
that  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Company  are  not  disposed  to  regard  the  law  in 
relation  to  return  passes  for  shippers  of  single  car-loads  of  stock.  If  their  con- 
clusion is  correct,  they  desire  to  be  so  informed,  for  they  deem  it  their  duty  to 
enforce  the  law.  If  there  are  reasons  why  the  law  cannot  be  enforced,  the  Board 
desires  to  be  so  informed  through  the  courts.  As  the  case  stands,  they  do  not  see 
how  they  can  do  otherwise  than  to  enforce  the  law  and  to  institute  formal  proceed- 
ings to  that  end,  unless  satisfactory  adjustment  of  the  matter  be  made  and  notice 
of  compliance  with  the  law  be  promptly  filed  here. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

June  23 — The  following  was  received  : 

Chicago,  June  23,  1S94. 
Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Secretary  R.  R.  and  W.  H.  Dep't,  State  of  Missouri  : 

Dear  Sir— Your  favor  of  the  20th  to  our  General  Solicitor,  Mr.  William  Brown, 
has  been  referred  to  me,  and  in  reply  would  say  we  will  refund  as  soon  as  Holloway 
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Bros.  &  Neill  present  claim,  with  receipt  showing  amount  collected.  Up  to  date  I 
cannot  find  that  any  demand  has  been  made  on  this  company  by  the  above  parties 
for  refund  of  fares  said  to  have  been  paid.    Yonrs  truly, 

H.   H.  COURTRIGHT, 

Gr.  F.  A. 

Jane  25  -The  following  was  written  to  Holloway  Bros.  &  Neill: 

In  letter  from  Mr.  H.  H.  Courtright,  General  Freight  Agent  C.  &  A.  at  Chicago, 
Teceived  this  morning,  he  states:  "  *  *  *  will  refund  as  soon  as  Holloway 
Brothers  &  Neill  present  claim  with  receipt  showing  amount  collected.  Up  to  date 
I  cannot  find  that  any  demand  has  been  made  on  this  company  by  the  above  parties 
for  refund  of  fares  said  to  have  been  paid." 

From  the  above  I  have  no  doubt  that  when  you  present  your  claim  a  prompt 
settlement  will  be  made,  and  hope  the  same  will  be  satisfactory. 


Jnne  18 — The  following  was  received  : 

Idalia,  Mo.,  June  16,  1894. 

Hon.  H.  W.  Hickman,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— As  a  stock  shipper  I  have  a  grievance  to  present  to  the  Board  of 
Railroad  Commissioners. 

In  the  past  two  years  I  have  shipped  from  this  county  over  the  Cotton  Belt 
route  two  single  cars  of  stock;  I  repeatedly  applied  for  transportation  home,  and 
was  refused  by  the  authorities  of  the  road,  saying  they  were  not  accustomed  to 
returning  shippers  on  one  car-load  of  stock,  and  would  not  comply  with  my  re- 
quests. 

Some  time  ago  I  brought  a  claim  through  an  attorney  for  $53.50,  the  amount  1 
paid  out  on  return  of  10  trips  I  made  with  single  cars  of  stock.  The  company 
finally  refused  to  recognize  my  claims,  and  said  I  would  have  to  bring  suit  to  recover 
my  claims. 

Now,  I  see  by  your  late  rulings,  I  am  entitled,  ^s  all  shippers  are  entitled,  to 
return  transportation.  Please  advise  me  if  there  is  any  way  now  of  me  recovering 
the  money  I  paid  out,  and  if  so,  in  what  shape  must  I  present  my  grievance  to  the 
Board.  The  law  entitles  me  to  return  transportation,  and  can  I  recover  it  after  the 
lapse  of  such  a  time?  As  I  have  said  in  the  above,  I  applied  for  passes,  but  was 
refused  in  return.  Afterward  I  brought  in  my  claim  through  an  attorney.  The 
railroad  company  required  me  to  present  my  contract  and  other  evidence,  which  I 
did,  and  also  had  me  make  an  affidavit  to  my  refusal  of  free  transportation,  and 
then  said  I  would  have  to  bring  suit  in  order  to  recover  my  claims. 

Please  advise  me  if  there  is  any  way  for  me  to  get  at  the  matter. 

Very  truly,  Louis  H.  Huggins. 

Answered  as  follows,  June  20 : 

*  *  *  *  In  reply,  I  am  instructed  by  the  Board  to  request  that  you  for- 
ward to  them  copies  of  all  your  expense  bills  for  the  different  shipments  referred 
to,  together  with  your  affidavit  as  to  your  application  to  the  proper  officer  for  a 
return  pass  and  his  refusal  to  issue  same.  As  soon  as  your  papers  are  received  the 
matter  will  be  referred  to  the  Cotton  Belt  general  office,  and  you  will  be  duly  noti- 
fied of  action  taken .  The  law  is  clear  that  every  shipper  of  a  single  car-load  of 
stock  is  entitled  to  return  transportation. 
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July  14,  1894 — Expense  bills  and  statement  of  return  fares  paid 
were  received  from  Mr.  Huggins,  and  matter  was  referred  to  general 
offices  St.  Louis  Southwestern  railway,  with  letter  as  follows  : 

July  14,  1894 — The  following  letter  was  written  to  A.  S.  Dodge, 
Freight  Traffic  Manager  St.  L.  S.  W.  Co.: 

Mr.  L.  H.  Huggins  of  Idalia,  Mo. ,  has  referred  to  this  office  a  claim  against 
the  St.  Louis  Southwestern  Railway  Company  on  account  of  return  fares  from  St. 
Louis  to  Idalia,  paid  by  him  at  ten  different  times,  he  in  each  instance  being  the 
shipper  of  a  single  car-load  of  live-stock.  Two  of  the  shipments,  made  January 
10th  and  18th,  1894,  are  inter-state,  and  to  them  the  law  of  Missouri  can  not  apply.. 
The  remaining  eight  shipments,  being  from  Idalia  to  St.  Louis,  and  wholly  within 
this  State,  come  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State  authorities,  and  on  these  ship- 
ments Mr.  Huggins  was  entitled  to  return  transportation  from  St.  Louis  to  Idalia 
free  of  expense  to  him.  His  claim  was  filed  in  your  freight  claim  office  February 
7,  1894,  claim  31258,  and  he  was  informed  July  3d  inst.,  by  Mr.  C.  C.  Arnold,, 
Freight  Claim  Agent,  that  same  could  not  be  allowed. 

The  eight  shipments  were  as  follows: 

Nov.  24, 1892— Waybill  I.  M.  No.  10. 


Dec.  6,  » «  3. 

Dec.  14,  "  5. 

Oct.  12,  1893,       "  5. 

Nov.  28,  "  11. 

Dec.  12,  4  4  12. 

April  13,  "  5. 

April  17,  fcS  6. 


The  Commissioners  can  see  no  reason  why  Mr.  Huggins  should  have  been* 
required  to  pay  his  return  fare  in  the  instances  last  mentioned,  and  recommend 
that  an  adjustment  of  his  claim  be  promptly  made. 

Please  see  section  2592,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889.  Your  attention  is 
also  called  to  the  enclosed  recommendation  and  order  of  the  Board  in  regard  to  the 
matter  in  question,  and  prompt  reply  is  requested. 

July  19 — Letter  was  received  as  follows: 

St.  Louis,  July  18,  1894,. 
Gen.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R  and  Warehouse  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Your  letter  of  the  14th  inst.,  addressed  to  A.  S.  Dodge,  Esq.,  our 
General  Traffic  Manager,  relative  to  the  claim  of  Mr.  L.  H.  Huggins,  of  Idalia, 
Mo.,  for  return  fares  which  he  claims  he  paid  from  St.  Louis  to  Idalia,  at  different 
times,  when  he  shipped  one  car-load  of  stock  from  Idalia  to  St.  Louis,  has  been 
referred  to  me  for  reply. 

Mr.  Huggins  formally  presented  his  claim  against  this  road,  but  produced  no 
evidence  that  he  had  paid  the  fares  as  claimed,  other  than  his  affidavit  to  that 
effect.    The  company  declined  to  pay  him  the  amount  of  his  claim. 

The  diotance  from  Idalia,  via  Delta,  to  St.  Louis  is  166  miles.  Delta  is  the 
point  where  this  line  connects  with  the  Iron  Mountain  road,  and  is  the  point  where 
the  stock  would  be  delivered  to  the  Iron  Mountain  road  to  be  transported  to  St. 
Louis.  The  distance  from  Idalia  to  Delta  is  about  27  miles.  You  will  therefore 
see  that  the  stock,  when  transported  over  this  road,  would  be  hauled  27  miles  on. 
this  line  and  about  149  miles  on  the  line  of  the  St.  L.,  1.  M.  &  S.  R'y. 
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This  company  had  no  power  to  require  the  St.  L.,  I.  M.  &  S.  R'y  Co.  to  issue 
to  Mr.  Huggins  the  return  fare  over  its  line  of  road  from  St.  Louis  to  Delta,  nor 
•could  it  require  that  company  to  pay  any  sum  whatever  to  this  claimant  for  fail- 
ure to  issue  such  transportation.  Mr.  Huggins  never  demanded  of  the  St.  Louis 
Southwestern  Railway  Co.  return  transportation  from  Delta  to  Idalia. 

We  indulged  the  presumption  that  he  purchased  a  ticket  in  St.  Louis  from 
here  to  Idalia.  If  he  did  so,  this  company  only  received  its  proportion  of  the  fare 
paid  from  Delta  to  Idalia. 

I  think  the  Commissioners  will  agree  with  me  that  this  company  is  not  re- 
sponsible to  Mr.  Huggins  for  his  claim,  and  should  not  be  expected  to  reimburse 
him  for  the  amount  he  paid  for  his  return  trips  from  St.  Louis  to  Idalia,  for  the 
reason  that  this  company  cannot  compel  the  Iron  Mountain  to  furnish  any  trans- 
portation to  Huggins,  or  to  any  one  else,  for  that  matter. 

1  do  not  understand  that  the  section  of  the  statutes  (Sec.  2592)  under  which 
the  claim  is  presented  can  justify  the  construction,  even  if  it  should  be  claimed 
that  the  power  is  given  to  any  authority  to  compel  two  roads  to  enter  into  any 
contract  with  each  other. 

After  the  Commissioners  consider  this  reply,  will  be  glad  to  hear  from  them 
further,  and  if  they  contemplate,  at  any  time,  taking  any  action  on  the  claim, 
would  be  pleased  to  be  advised  beforehand,  if  it  is  consistent  with  their  policy. 

With  great  respect,  I  am, 

Very  truly  yours, 

Sam.  H.  West, 

Assistant  Attorney. 

June  19,  1894 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  West : 

*****  As  the  Commissioners  understand  section  2592  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  1889,  any  railroad  company  receiving  and  shipping  live-stock  is  required 
to  pass  the  shipper  of  such  live-stock,  or  his  Employe,  "to  and  from  said  point 
designated  in  contract  or  bill  of  lading ,  without  further  expense  to  shipper."  In 
this  case  the  contracts  made  by  the  agent  of  the  St.  Louis  Southwestern  Railway 
Company;  show  that  the  stock  was  received  and  shipped  at  Idalia  to  be  delivered  at 
St.  Louis. 

Joint  tariffs  St.  Louis  Southwestern  and  the  St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  & 
Southern  Railway  Companies,  covering  shipments  from  'points  on  the  first  named 
line  to  St  .  Louis,  are  in  force.  The  law  does  not  specifically  require  that  such  joint 
tariffs  be  made,  and  being  made,  the  division  of  the  earnings  under  such  tariffs  is  no 
concern  of  the  State.  Such  tariffs  must  be  considered  as  subject  to  the  same  pro- 
visions of  law  as  apply  to  a  tariff*  made  for  a  single  line  of  road,  and  one  of  these 
provisions  is  found  in  section  2592  of  the  statutes  as  quoted  above.  It  must  be  held 
that  the  joint  tariffs  between  the  St.  Louis  Southwestern  and  the  St.  Louis,  Iron 
Mountain  &  Southern  Railway  Companies  were  entered  into  with  a  full  under- 
standing of  the  law,  and  that  the  St.  Louis  Southwestern  Railway  Company,  re- 
ceiving and  shipping  the  Jive-stock  In  this  case  from  Idalia  to  St.  Louis,  is  respon- 
sible to  Mr.  Huggins  for  the  amounts  he  paid  at  the  several  times  mentioned  in  his 
complaint  for  his  return  fare  from  St.  Louis  to  Idalia. 

The  settlement  of  this  matter  as  between  the  two  railroad  companies  in- 
terested is  no  more  the  concern  of  the  shipper  or  the  public,  than  is  the  division  of 
the  earnings  accruing  from  transportation  under  their  joint  tariffs.  No  doubt  Mr. 
Huggins  can  make  the  necessary  specific  statement  under  oath  regarding  the 
amounts  and  dates  of  payments  of  return  fares  on  the  eight  shipments  referred  to 
in  letter  from  this  office  of  July  14,  and,  presuming  that  such  statement  can  be 


342 


furnished,  the  Commissioners  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  St.  Louis  Southwestern 
Railway  Company  is  responsible  to  Mr.  Huggins  for  the  amount  paid  by  him  for 
his  return  fares.  They,  therefore,  represent  that  upon  presentation  by  Mr. 
Huggins  of  a  statement  as  referred  to,  made  under  oath,  giving  amounts  and  dates 
of  payments  of  return  fares,  the  St.  Louis  Southwestern  Railway  Company  pay  to 
him  the  amount  of  his  claim  for  such  return  fares.  A  copy  of  this  letter  will  be 
mailed  to  Mr.  Huggins.  Please  inform  the  Board  as  to  action  decided  upon  by  the 
St.  Louis  Southwestern  Railway  Company. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Wnrehouse  Commissioners. 

Sept.  12,  1894 — The  following  letter  was  received: 

Idalia,  Mo.,  Sept.  10,  1894. 
To  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Gentlemen— In  regard  to  claims  1  brought  against  the  St.  Louis  Southwest- 
ern R.  R.  Co.  for  return  transportation  with  stock  from  Idalia  to  St.  Louis,  has 
not  yet  been  adjusted. 

This  grievance  I  laid  before  the  Board  of  Commissioners  some  time  since. 
My  claims  are  for  eight  trips  at  $5.35  each,  home  from  St.  Louis  to  Idalia,  which 
the  total  will  be  $44.80. 

Please  get  after  the  company.   If  it  is  not  paid  soon  I  will  bring  suit. 

Very  truly, 

L.  H.  Huggins. 

Answered  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  The  Commissioners  took  final  action  on  your  claim  for  return 
transportation  and  made  their  recommendation  to  the  St.  Louis  Southwestern 
Railway  Company  for  a  refund  to  you  of  the  amounts  paid  for  return  fares  from 
St.  Louis  to  Idalia  on  account  of  shipment  of  stock.  It  will  be  quite  competent  for 
you  to  commence  proceedings  against  the  company  under  provisions  of  section, 
2590,  Revised  Statutes  Missouri,  1889. 


June  25 — The  following  was  received  : 

Capps,  Mo.,  June  25,  1894. 

To  the  Hon.  Railroad  Commissioners. : 

Dear  Sir— This  will  inform  you  that  I  shipped  a  load  of  hogs  at  03age  City, 
Mo.,  on  May  14, 1894,  and  the  agent  told  me  I  would  have  to  pay  my  way  back,  and 
I  thought  no  more  of  the  matter,  and  I  paid  $3.75cts  to  get  back  to  Jeff.  City.  I 
wanted  to  get  off  at  Oaage  but  the  train  would  not  stop  at  that  station,  and  after  I 
got  home  I  was  examining  the  law,  and  I  find  from  section  2592  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  1889,  that  railroad  company  is  bound  by  that  law  to  return  a  shipper  to 
the  place  where  he  shipped  from.  Now,  they  got  my  money,  and  1.  ask  you  to  have 
the  matter  investigated.  I  have  the  bill  of  lading  or  shipping  bill  dated  at  Osage 
City,  Mo.,  May  13,  1894.  If  you  want  any  reference,  I  will  refer  you  to  H.  Clay 
Ewing,  G.  C.  Ramsey,  Pope,  Joe  Edwards,  G.  T.  White,  all  of  Jeff.  City,  Mo. 

Respectfully. 

W.  L.  Burton. 

Answered  same  day,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  I  am  instructed  by  the  Commissioners  to  ask  you  to  forward  to  this 
office  your  bill  of  lading  for  shipment  of  hogs  referred  to  ;  also,  your  receipt  for  re- 
turn fare  paid,  if  you  have  one.  As  soon  as  these  papers  are  received  the  matter 
will  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  proper  official  of  the  Missouri  Pacific  rail- 
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road  for  explanation,  after  which  this  Board  will  take  such  action  as  may  be 
deemed  proper,  and  of  which  you  will  be  informed. 

The  law  clearly  entitles  you  to  a  return  pass,  and  the  Commissioners  will  do 
all  they  can  to  bring  about  an  adjustment  of  your  claim. 

Enclosed  herewith  is  copy  of  an  order  of  this  Board  made  May  24,  1893. 

Matter  was  referred  to  W.  C.  Stith,  G.  F.  A.,  in  letter,  as  follows  : 

Copy  of  letter  from  W.  Z.  Burton,  of  Capps,  Mo.,  regarding  return  pass  for 
shipper  of  single  car  of  stock  is  enclosed  herewith,  and  to  which  your  attention  is 
requested.  The  contract  is  on  file  here,  shipment  being  from  Osage,  Mo.,  to  Union 
stock  yard?,  Mo.,  May  13,  1891 ;  number  of  car  1197  C.  B.,  signed  by  C.  C.  Sim- 
mons, agent.   Please  explain  as  soon  as  possible. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

July  21,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  July  20,  1894. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  State  of  Mo  R.  R.  and  W.  Dept.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 
Dear  Sir— Your  note  of  July  10th,  enclosing  copy  of  letter  from  W.  Z.  Burton, 
Capps,  Mo.,  is  at  hand.  We  have  written  the  gentleman  to  call  upon  us  when  next 
in  St.  Louis,  and  we  are  in  hopes  of  then  adjusting  the  matter,  i  trust  this  dispo- 
sition of  the  question  will  be  entirely  satisfactory  to  the  members  of  your  Board. 

Yours  respectfully,  W.  C.  Stith. 


ACTION  REGARDING  PRIVATE  SWITCHES. 

Sept.  18,  1893 — The  following  was  received:  t 

Corder,  Mo.,  Sept.  16,  1893. 
To  the  honorable  Commissioners  of  Railroads  of  the  State  of  Mo..  Jefferson  City  : 

Gentlemen— The  above  company  have  opened  and  are  now  operating  a  coal 
shaft  about  half  mile  east  of  Corder,  Mo.,  on  the  Chicago  &  Alton  R.  R. 

We  are  employing  from  14  to  16  men,  and  are  getting  out  from  1^  to  2  car- 
loads of  coal  per  day,  and  adding  more  men  as  fast  as  we  can  get  more  room. 

We  ship  nearly  all  of  this  coal  and  of  course  the  success  of  our  mine  will  de- 
pend altogether  on  our  being  able  to  get  switching  facilities.  As  it  now  is,  we 
cannot  pay  one  cent  per  bushel  to  have  it  hauled  to  the  cars,  consequently  we  are 
in  need  of  a  switch,  and  have  written  to  Mr.  C.  H.  Chappell,  General  Manager  of 
the  C.  &  A.  R.  R.  asking  him  to  give  us  a  switch  and  to  send  his  surveyor  to  locate 
said  switch,  and  otherwise  instruct  us  as  to  grade  etc.;  but  he  refuses  to  do  any- 
thing in  the  matter,  saying  in  substance  that  the  present  rates  on  coal  do  not  pay 
them  to  haul  it,  and  as  a  connection  with  our  coal  shaft  would  be  of  no  benefit  to 
them,  they  could  do  nothing  to  encourage  it. 

We  now  appeal  to  your  honorable  body,  and  ask  to  know  what  we  must  do  in 
order  to  get  the  switch  ?  I  will  also  state  that  we  have  located  our  shaft  far  enough 
from  the  right  of  way  to  have  the  side-track  on  our  own  ground. 

We  have  not  ordered  our  rails  and  ties  yet,  as  we  do  not  know  just  what  to 
do  until  we  can  hear  from  you. 

Please  favor  us  with  an  answer  at  your  earliest  possible  convenience . 

Most  respectfully, 

Salt  Fork  CM.  Co. 

By  J.  H.  Kleinschmidt,  Secretary. 
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Answered  Sept.  19,  as  follows : 

I  am  instructed  to  inform  you  that  the  Commissioners  will  visit  Corder 
within  the  next  few  days  for  the  purpose  of  an  examination  into  the  matter  of  spur 
track  connection  with  the  C.  &  A..  R.  R.,  as  proposed  by  you. 

Personal  investigation  was  made  by  the  Board  into  the  matter  as 
stated,  and  statement  as  to  probable  amount  of  business  were  made  by 
applicant. 

Sept.  26 — The  following  action  was  taken  by  the  Board  : 

City  of  Jefferson,  Sept.  26,  1893. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Salt  Fork  Coal  Mining  Company  for  a 
spur-track  connection  with  the  line  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad,  about  one- 
half  mile  east  of  Corder,  Lafayette  county,  Missouri. 

Application  having  been  made  in  due  form  to  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse 
Commission,  and  a  personal  inspection  of  the  grounds  and  of  the  mine  of  the  Salt 
Fork  Coal  Mining  Company,  about  one-half  mile  east  of  Corder,  Lafayette  county, 
adjacent  to  the  line  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Company,  having  been  made 
by  the  Commissioners,  and  they,  believing  that  the  amount  of  business  offered  by 
said  coal  mining  company  is  sufficient  to  justify  the  same,  hereby  approve  the 
application  of  the  said  coal  mining  company  for  the  construction  of  a  spur-track 
connecting  the  mine  of  said  company  with  the  track  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Rail- 
road Company. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

T.  J.  Hennessey, 
Chairman. 

Copies  of  above  were  mailed  to  C.  H.  Chappell,  General  Manager 
O.  &  A.  E.  E.,  and  to  the  Salt  Fork  Mining  Co.  Sept.  26,  1893. 

The  Commissioners  have  no  authority  to  enforce  the  provisions  of 
the  law  regarding  these  private  switch  connections.  They  approve 
applications  for  the  same,  if  found  proper,  but  the  penalty  provided  is 
recovered  by  civil  action,  brought  in  any  court  of  competent  jurisdic- 
tion by  party  aggrieved.  It  is  generally  believed,  however,  that  the 
Commissioners  are  empowered  to  order  such  connections  to  be  made, 
and  that  they  can  enforce  their  order. 


March  22,  1894— The  following  was  received : 

Concordia,  Mo.,  March  21,  1894. 
Hon.  T.J.  Hennessey,  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. 

Dear  Sir— About  two  months  ago  the  citizens  of  Concordia  and  vicinity 
organized  a>tock  company  for  the  purpose  of  building  a  cannery  ;  the  buildings  are 
about  completed  and  are  located  near  the  Mo.  Pac.  railroad  track.  The  canning 
company  expects  to  ship  from  40  to  50  cars  of  canned  goods  a  year,  and  having 
only  this  one  road  to  ship  over,  it  would  naturally  go  over  the  Mo.  Pac.  railroad  ; 
for  this  extra  increase  in  freight,  the  canning  company  would  like  for  the  railroad 
company  to  build  a  switch  or  spur  about  500  feet  long  to  the  cannery.  The  direct- 
ors of  the  canning  company  have  spoken  to  the  roadmaster  of  this  division,  and 
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the  only  thiDg  he  will  do  is  to  furnish  the  iron  rails  and  lay  them,  but  we  (  canning 
company  )  believe  the  railroad  company  should  build  the  entire  spur  in  return  for 
the  increase  in  their  business.  Now,  then,  can  you  give  us  any  advice,  or  may 
we  ask  your  aid  and  influence  in  our  behalf  to  try  and  induce  the  railroad  company 
to  build  said  spur  in  return  for  the  extra  business.  Awaiting  your  early  reply  with 
full  and  complete  information,  I  remain,  Yours, 

Julius  Vogt,  Jr. 

Will  gladly  give  any  other  information  you  may  want. 
Answered  by  Commissioner  Hennessey  March  22,  referring  Mr. 
Vogt  to  the  law  regardiDg  private  switch  connections. 
March  27 — The  following  was  received  : 

Concordia,  Mo.,  March  24,  1894. 

Hon.  T.J.  Hennessey,  Jefferson  Cit^,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— In  stating  our  case  to  the  Board  and  railroad  company,  we  would 
like  for  you  to  tell  tbem  we  do  not  want  something  for  nothing,  but  that  we  (the 
canning  company)  expected  to  ship  from  40  to  50  car-loads  of  goods  each  year,  and 
for  this  increase  they  (the  railroad  company)  ought  to  give  us  spur.  Please  do  all 
you  can  conscientiously  do  for  us.  In  case  you  should  want  further  particulars  I 
shall  be  glad  to  give  them  to  you.    Awaiting  an  early  and  favorable  reply, 

1  am,  respectfully  yours, 

Julius  Vogt,  Jr. 

Answered  same  day  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  tracks  such  as  you  refer  to,  and  which 
in  the  statute  are  termed  'private  switches,'  are  built  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  section  2323,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889,  which  you  will  find  on 
page  217  of  report  mailed  you  herewith.  Before  such  spur  is  built  it  is  necessary 
for  the  Commissioners  to  approve  the  application  of  parties  desiring  to  build  such 
spur,  the  Commissioners  being  satisfied  that  the  amount  of  business  proposed  is 
sufficient  to  warrant  the  connection. 

Nothing  further  was  heard  regarding  this  matter. 


May  2,  1894 — The  following  was  received: 

St.  Louis,  April  30,  1894. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  State  R.  R.  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— We  have  applied  to  the  Wabash  Railioad  Co.  to  give  us  a  connec- 
tion from  our  land  adjoining  theirs  with  their  track  in  this  city,  which  they  refused 
to  do.  Please  advise  us  of  the  neceseary  requirements  in  matters  of  this  kind  and 
how  to  proceed,  if  possible,  and  kindly  oblige, 

Tours  very  truly, 

Holschen  Coal  Co., 
per  J.  H.  Holschen. 

Answered  May  22,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  xhe  Commissioners  will  be  in  St.  Louis  on  Thursday,  22d  inst., 
for  the  pnrpose  of  investigating  the  matter  of  the  private  switch  connection  with 
the  Wrabash  railroad  as  desired  by  you. 

On  May  22  as  appointed,  Commissioners  Hennessey  and  Hickman 
were  in  St.  Louis  and  made  personal  investigation  into  matter  of 
private  switch  connection  desired  by  the  Holschen  Coal  Co. 
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May  7 — The  following  was  filed  in  accordance  with  a  rule  of  the 
Commissioners,  requiring  sworn  statements  from  parties  making  appli- 
cation for  private  switch  connections,  regarding  amount  of  business 
which  might  be  reasonably  expected  to  be  done  over  such  private 
switch  when  completed  : 

St.  Louis,  May  4,  1894. 
To  the  Hon.  Board  R.  R.  and  W.  H.  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sirs—This  is  to  certify  that  the  Holschen  Coal  Co.  have  done  and  will 
dp,  in  its  judgment,  a  business  requiring  the  use  of  from  one  to  five  cars  per  day 
whenever  the  connection  is  made  between  the  Wabash  R.  R.  Co.  and  the  property 
we  are  located  upon  adjoining  theirs,  in  city  block  4781  north,  lots  4  and  5  westt 
being  on  the  south  line  of  Audubon  ave.  bet.  Taylor  and  Euclid. 
Your  earliest  attention  being  desired.  *     Very  respectfully, 

Holschen  Coal  Co. 
Per  J.  H.  Holschen,  Pres. 

State  of  Missouri,  \ 
City  of  St.  Louis.  / 

John  H.  Holschen,  president' of  the  Holschen  Coal  Co.,  being  duly  sworn,  upon 
his  oath  says  that  the  statement  contained  in  the  foregoing  certificate  is  true,  ac- 
cording to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief. 

J.  H.  Holschen. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  4th  day  of  May,  1894.  My  term  ex- 
pires April  7,  1897.  Jos.  A.  Wherry, 

Notary  public. 

June  5,  1894 — The  following  action  was  taken  by  the  Board  : 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  June  5,  1894. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  Holschen  Coal  Company  of  St.  Louis* 
Missouri,  for  private  switch  connection  with  Wabash  railroad  in  city  block  No.. 
4781  north,  lots  4  and  5  west,  being  on  the  south  line  of  Audubon  avenue,  between 
Taylor  and  Euclid  avenues. 

Application  for  aforesaid  private  switch  connection  has  been  made  in  due  form 
by  the  Holschen  Coal  Company.  The  Commissioners,  being  satisfied  that  the  busi- 
ness proposed  to  be  done  by  the  said  Holschen  Coal  Company  will  be  sufficient  to 
warrant  the  connection  desired,  do  hereby  approve  the  said  application,  and  the 
Secretary  is  instructed  to  so  notify  the  said  Holschen  Coal  Company  and  the  Wa- 
bash Railroad  Company. 

Copies  of  foregoing  were  mailed  June  5  to  the  Hoslchen  Coal  Co. 
and  to  Charles  M.  Hays,  General  Manager  Wabash  railroad,  St.  Louis* 
June  12— The  following  was  received  from  Mr.  Hays  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo  ,  June  11,  1894. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Secretary,  City  of  Jefferson,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— Y  our  favor  of  June  5,  with  copy  of  action  of  the  Commissioners 
approving  the  application  of  the  Holschen  Coal  Company  for  a  private  switch  con- 
nection with  the  Wabash  railroad  between  Euclid  and  Taylor  avenues,  in  the  city 
of  St.  Louis,  received,  and  in  reply  to  same  will  say  : 

Mr.  Holschen  made  application  to  this  company  two  or  three  months  ago  for 
switch  connection  at  point  named,  and  application  was  declined  for  the  reason  that 
operation  of  switch  at  point  desired  would  be  impracticable  and  unsafe.  It  is  in  a 
deep  cut  and  on  a  sharp  curve.    The  track  desired  would  be  about  290  feet  long, 
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with  a  34-degree  curve,  and  as  Mr.  Holschen's  property  is  fully  six  feet  above  the 
grade  of  our  tracks,  necessitating  a  deep  incline,  it  would  be  exceedingly  danger- 
ous, even  with  a  safety  switch,  because  of  the  liability  of  cars  running  out  on  the 
main  line.  I  take  it,  under  the  circumstances,  the  Commission  will  not  insist  on 
the  execution  of  their  order.  Yours  truly, 

Chas.  M.  Hays, 
Vice-President  and  General  Manager. 

June  12 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Hays: 

*****  X  am  instructed  to  state  that  from  a  report  of  personal  inspec- 
tion of  the  locality  and  conditions  by  Commissioner  Hennessey,  the  Commissioners 
are  of  the  opinion,  as  expressed  in  letter  to  you  of  5th  inst.,  that  the  application 
of  the  coal  company  should  be  approved.  The  grading,  of  course,  must  be  in 
accordance  with  instructions  of  your  engineer,  and  entire  cost  of  connection  will  be 
borne  by  applicant. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  CommiEsioners. 


SIDIXGS  AND  SPUR  TRACKS. 
July  13 — The  following-  was  received  : 

Bismarck,  Mo  ,  July  12,  1893. 

Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo  : 

Gentlemen— I  write  to  ask  if  you  can  render  me  any  assistance  in  securing  the 
opening  of  the  switch  at  Stirling  on  the  St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  &  Southern  R'y 
which  the  railway  has  closed— as  I  think,  without  right — and  to  my  damage. 

in  May,  1892,  the  R.  R.  Co.  put  in  for  me  a  siding  or  switch  between  mile- 
posts  72]and73  north  of  Bismarck,  known  as  Stirling,  and  I  then  began  to  ship  from 
that  siding  spalls  from  my  granite  quarry  near  the  railroad  ;  and  have  since  shipped 
largely— over  two  hundred  (200)  car-loads  from  that  point— and  on  the  faith  of  that 
and  it3  remaining  open,  I  have  made  contracts  for  the  cutting  of  a  large  quantity 
of  paving  blocks,  and  besides,  I  have  several  hundred  dollars  worth  of  spalls  hauled 
and  ready  for  shipping. 

On  . July —  inst.,  the  R'y  Co.  arbitrarily  closed  this  switch — nailed  up  the 
gates— and  refused  to  put  any  more  cars  in  at  that  point. 

Now,  I  wish  to  know  if  the  Commission  cannot  have  this  switch  opened  so 
that  I  can  fulfill  my  contracts,  and  deliver  my  quarry  products,  as  I  am  bound  to 
do  or  suffer  damages. 

It  is  utterly  impossible  for  me  to  haul  the  blocks  and  spalls  to  Irondale  or 
Bismarck  and  ship  them.    It  is  too  far,  and  the  roads  are  too  rough. 

Every  day  this  switch  remains  closed  lam  damaged.  1  have  blocks  con- 
tracted for,  and  parties  are  demanding  that  1  deliver  at  once,  and  I  cannot  until 
this  switch  is  reopened. 

Please  correspond  with  me,  and  act  in  this  matter  at  once. 

Kespectfully,  W.  H.  Garrett. 

Bismarck,  Mo.,  July  12,  1893. 

Capt.  H.  W.  Hickman,  Jerferson  City,  Mo.: 

I  have  today  written  you  in  ihe  name  of  and  for  a  friend  of  mine,  Mr.  Wm. 
H.  Garrett,  who  owns  a  quarry  on  his  farm  between  Bismarck  and   ,  from 
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which  he  has  been  shipping  the  products  over  the  St.  L.,  I.  M.  &  S.  R'y.    He  fully 
explains  the  trouble  in  his  letter,  which  is  herewith  handed  you  under  same  cover. 
Please  take  the  matter  up  with  your  Board  and  see  what  you  can  do  for  him . 

I  am  your  friend, 

D.  L.  Rivers. 

Referred  same  day  to  E.  A.  Peck,  Gen.  Sup't,  as  follows: 

Complaint  is  made  to  this  office  that  a  switch  between  mile-posts  No.  72  and 
No.  73,  north  of  Bismarck,  known  as  Stirling,  which  was  put  in  by  your  company 
and  opened  for  traffic  (shipping  of  .granite  spalls  and  paviog-blocks)  In  May,  1892, 
was,  on  July  1st  inst.,  closed  by  your  company,  and  shipments  at  said  switch 
refused.   Please  state  the  reasons  for  this  action  on  part  of  your  company. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

July  20,  1893 — The  following  was  received  from  Mr.  Peck : 

St.  Louis,  July  19,  1893. 
Jas.  Harding,  Esq.,  Secretary  R.  R.  &  Warehouse  Commissioners: 

Dear  Sir— Replying  to  your  favor  of  the  13th,  subject  complained  of,  closing 
of  switch  known  as  Sterling.  Letter  of  Superintendent  Hardy  of  the  Missouri  di- 
vision is  attached,  showing  that  the  lock  of  the  switch  referred  to  was  being  inter- 
fered with  by  parties  unknown  to  us,  and  that  the  gates  leading  to  the  switch 
were  left  open,  so  that  stock  would  have  ingress  to  our  main  track.  The  superin- 
tendent, not  being  able  to  have  the  gates  kept  closed,  nailed  them  up.  •  He  writes 
me  that  he  will  arrange  to  open  the  gates  again,  and  if  the  people  using  them  will 
keep  them  closed,  that  will  be  all  we  can  expect.  Otherwise  we  will  be  compelled 
to  take  some  action  not  only  to  protect  ourselves  but  the  public  at  large  from  the 
threatened  danger.  Your  truly, 

E.  A.  Peck, 

Gen'l  Superintendent. 

DeSoto,  Mo.,  July  18,  1893. 
E.  A.  Peck,  Esq.,  General  Superintendent,  St.  Louis,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — Referring  to  the  attached  letter  from  James  Harding,  Jefferson 
-City,  in  regard  to  the  closing  of  the  two  gates  at  Stirling  switch,  Nos.  72  and  73 
mile-posts,  would  say  that : 

I  found  on  three  occasions  that  this  switch  had  been  unlocked  by  natives, 
either  by  parties  hauling  in  stone  to  this  switch,  or  their  friends,  and  that  they  had 
false  keys  that  they  had  bought  from  a  party  in  the  vicinity  of  Bismarck  for  50c, 
and  that  the  false  keys  were  damaging  our  locks,  besides  the  risk  of  leaving  the 
switch  open ;  they  were  also  leaving  the  gates  open,  and  we  were  running  consider- 
able risk  from  having  stock  in  on  the  right  of  way. 

I  sent  a  man  to  these  parties  and  tried  to  talk  them  into  being  more  careful, 
but  I  failed  to  accomplish  anything  in  that  line,  and  in  order  to  protect  our  pro- 
perty, L  was  obliged  to  nail  up  the  gates,  since  which  time  we  have  not  had  any 
trouble.  1  find,  however,  that  the  land  on  both  sides  of  the  road  belongs  to  one 
man,  and  that  he  can  compel  us  to  give  him  an  opening,  and  sufficient  bearing  has 
been  brought  upon  him,  so  that  he  has  promised  that  he  would  see  that  these  gates 
were  kept  closed,  for  his  own  convenience,  and  that  he  would  try  to  compel  the 
parties  who  were  hauling  granite  blocks  in  there  to  do  the  same  thing. 

I  have  arranged  to  open  the  gates  again  and  try  them  once  more  ;  if  we  fail 
this  time,  the  best  thing  would  be  to  take  the  switch  out,  so  we  will  not  be  running 
any  more  risk  at  that  point.  Yours  truly, 

D.  Hardy,  Superintendent. 
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Letter  was  written  to  Mr.  Elvers,  same  day,  as  follows  : 

With  this  you  will  find  copy  of  letter  received  from  Mr.  E.  A.  Peck,  General 
Superintendent,  etc.,  regarding  the  closing  of  Stirling  switch,  St.  L.,  I.  AL  &  S.. 
R'y,  which  the  Commissioners  hope  may  prove  satisfactory. 


Nov.  29 — The  following  was  received  : 

Annapolis,  Mo.,  November  27,  1893. 
To  the  Honorable  Railrcad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  Jefferson  City  :. 

Gentlemen — We  ask  your  honorable  body  for  advice  in  regard  to  the  duty  we 
as  citizens  and  patrons  of  the  St.  L.,  I.  M.  &  S.  railroad  owe  to  the  railroad  and 
the  duty  the  railroad  owes  to  its  shippers  and  patrons. 

The  St.  L.,  I.  M.  &  S.  K.  R.  Co.  has  a  switch  called  Clarkson  one  mile  south 
of  Annapolis,  Mo.,  which  they  put  in  for  their  own  use,  and  has  since  been  used  by 
the  public  for  more  than  rive  years,  and  now  our  station  agent  informs  us  that  his 
company  has  instructed  him  to  have  us  (all  the  shippers  from  that  switch)  to  grade 
up  the  track  to  grade  of  main  track,  which  would  cost  at  least  $500,  and  further- 
more to  sign  a  release  to  the  railroad  company  for  all  damages  that  may  occur  in 
running  engines  and  cars  over  their  track 

We  respectfully  ask  your  "advice — if  we  are  by  law  bound  to  comply  with 
their  wishes,  or  what  is  the  limit  of  their  duty  in  regard  to  furnishing  switches 
and  shippingTacilities  ?  We  have  been  notified  that  if  we  do  not  comply  with  their 
demands  they,  the  railroad  company,  will  take  the  switch  away  from  us.  An  early 
reply  will  oblige   .  Yours  very  respectfully, 

Rockwell  &  Benson. 

Answered  December  7  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  matter  to  which  you  refer  is  one 
over  which  the  Commissioners  have  no  control.  The  case  seems  to  be  a  peculiar 
-one,  and  in  the  consideration  of  it,  legal  questions  present  themselves  which  the 
Commissioners  caunot  decide.  It  would  seem,  if  the  Clarkson  switch  is  railroad 
property,  the  right  of  way  of  the  company  and  devoted  to  use  by  the  public  ship- 
ping their  products  over  the  road,  the  company  can  not  expect  the  public  to  main- 
tain it. 


ACTION  REGARDING  CONNECTING  TRACKS  AND  STATION 
HOUSES  AND  AGENTS. 

February  13,  1893 — The  following  was  written  George  C.  Smith, 
Assistant  General  Manager  : 

I  am  instructed  by  the  Railroad  Commissioners  to  state  that  they  earnestly 
recommend  that  arrangements  be  made  as  speedily  as  possible  between  the  St. 
Louis,  Iron  Mountain  &  Southern  and  St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Fort  Smith 
Railway  Companies  for  the  construction  of  a  joint  passenger  and  freight  house  at 
William8ville,  at  the  crossing  of  the  railways  of  said  companies,  and  also  for  a 
connecting  track  at  the  same  point,  so  as  to  allow  the  transfer  of  cars  between 
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the  two  roads.  The  Commissioners  believe  the  station-house  and  connecting  track 
named  to  be  very  necessary,  and  that  they  will  be  for  the  mutual  interests  of  the 
•companies,  besides  satisfying  public  opinion.  The  Commissioners  request  me  to 
say  they  hope  you  will  give  the  matters  as  above  your  prompt  attention. 

February  21 — The  following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  February  20, 1893. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 
Dear  Sir—In  answer  to  your  letter  of  the  14th  inst.,  written  at  the  instance  of 
the  Commissioners,  I  beg  leave  to  say  that  while  the  legal  advisers  of  the  company 
have  been  and  still  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  statute  requiring  every  railroad 
company  to  build  depots  and  waiting-rooms  at  all  crossings  and  intersections  of 
otber  railroads,  where  such  other  railroads  and  the  railroad  crossing  the  same  are 
upon  the  same  grade,  and  the  character  of  the  land  at  such  crossing  or  intersec- 
tion will  admit  of  the  same,  is  inapplicable  to  the  St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  and 
Southern  railroad,  where  it  is  crossed  by  the  St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Fort 
Smith  railroad  at  Williamsville.  We  have  been  for  several  months,  through  cor- 
respondence with  the  authorities  of  Wayne  county  and  otherwise,  endeavoring  to 
adjust  certain  differences  existing  between  ourselves  and  the  citizens  of  Williams- 
ville as  to  proper  site  for  the  new  depot,  and  we  trust  that  we  shall  be  abie  to 
arrive  at  an  agreement  that  will  obviate  any  further  complaint  on  the  part  of  pas- 
sengers or  others.  Yours  truly, 

Geo.  C.  Smith, 
Assistant  General  Manager. 

March  2,  1893— The  following  was  received: 

Van  Buren,  Mo.,  Feb.  28, 1893. 
To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners, 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 
We,  your  petitioners,  knowing  ourselves  to  be  interested  parties,  respectfully 
request  that  you  make  an  order  requiring  the  St.  Louis,  /.ran  Mountain  &  Southern 
Railway  Company  to  construct  and  put  in  such  spurs  and  switches  as  your  honor-' 
able  body  may  deem  necessary  for  the  reception  and  transmission  of  freights  at  a 
point  in  Wayne  county,  Missouri,  where  the  St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Fort 
Smith  railroad  crosses  the  St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  &  Southern  railroad. 

G.  T.  Lee,  L.  W.  Hutcherson, 

R.  T.  Hutcherson,  Jno.  M.  Haynes, 

R.  A.  Hampton,*  J.  F.  McSpadden, 

R.  D.  Clay,  Orrin  L.  Munger. 

Luther  L.  Frazier,  W.  E.  McKee, 

John  Defrance,  '  W.A.Nelson, 

T.  W.  Franklin,  Holland  Bros., 

W.  W.  Coleman,  John  C.  Waymeyer, 

G.  W.  Henderson,  F.  M.  Whalim, 

W.  F.  Short,  J.  D,  Rutledge, 

James  M.  McGee,  R.  L.  Coleman, 

B.  T.  Berry. 

March  3,  1893— Copies  of  the  following  orders  of  the  Board  were 
mailed  to  Louis  Houck,  Receiver  St.  L.,  0.  G.  &  Ft.  S.  R'y,  and  Geo. 
0.  Smith,  Ass't  Gen.  Manager  Mo.  Pac.  R'y: 
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Your  attention  is  requested  to  the  following  action  and  order  of  the  Board,  of 
date  March  2d  inst.: 

Petition  in  accordance  with  law  having  been  filed  in  this  office  askiDg  that  a 
-connecting  track  be  put  in  between  the  St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  &  Southern,  and 
St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Ft.  Smith  railways,  at  Williamsville,  Mo.,  and  the 
Commissioners  being  of  the  opinion  that  such  connecting  track  is  necessary  for  the 
proper  accommodation  of  shippers  and  the  public  generally,  it  is  ordered  by  the 
Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  that  the  managing  officer  of  the  said  St. 
Louis,  Iron  Mountain  &  Southern,  and  St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Ft.  Smith 
Railways  be  and  are  hereby  directed  to  make  the  necessary  arrangements  for  the 
construction,  within  ninety  days  after  the  receipt  hereof,  and  the  maintenance 
thereafter,  of  a  connecting  track  between  the  lines  of  the  said  railways  at  Williams- 
ville, Mo.,  so  as  to  admit  of  the  transfer  of  cars  between  the  said  railways  in 
accordance  with  law. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

March  17 — The  following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  March  17,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Secretary  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jeflerson  City  : 

Dear  Sir— Am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  3rd  inst.,  quoting  order  of  Board  of 
date  March  2, 1893,  relative  to  construction  of  a  connecting  track  between  the  St. 
L.,  1.  M.  &  S.  and  St.  L.,  C.  G.  &  Ft.  S.  railways  at  Williamsville,  Mo. 

Have  investigated  the  matter,  and  herewith  enclose  communication  from  Mr. 
R.  E.  Ricker,  General  Superintendent,  stating  we  already  have  track  connection 
with  the  road  named,  same  having  been  in  use  for  the  past  three  years.  Enclose 
herewith  blue  print  showing  same. 

Infer  from  the  facts  stated  that  the  Board  are  under  a  misapprehension  in 
regard  to  the  matter,  and  respectfully  request  cancellation  of  the  order,  concerning 
which  please  advise  me  at  your  convenience,  and  oblige 

Yours  truly, 

Geo.  C.  Smith, 
Assistant  General  Manager. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  March  11,  1895. 
Mr.  Geo.  C.  Smith,  Assistant  General  Manager: 

Dear  Sir— Noting  your  letter  of  March  9,  with  attached  letter  from  Mr.  Jas. 
Harding,  Secretary  of  the  Board  of  R.  R.  &  Warehouse  Commissioners,  relative 
to  a  track  connection  with  the  Cape  Girardeau  road  at  Williamsville,  Mo.,  I  would 
say : 

We  already  have  a  track  connection  with  that  road,  this  track  having  been  in 
use  for  the  last  three  years.  I  will  furnish  you  with  a  map  showing  these  con- 
nections in  a  day  or  two. 

I  would  also  add  that  we  have  a'track  connection  with  the  Williamsville, 
Greenville  &  Northeastern  road  at  Williamsville.  Both  of  these  tracks  connect 
with  our  south-side  sidings.  Yours  truly, 

R.  E.  Ricker,  Gen'l  Supt. 

March  22 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Geo.  C.  Smith  : 

*  *  *  *  lam  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  will  visit  Wil- 
liamsville immediately  after  April  1  next,  after  which  they  will  take  such  action 
regarding  their  recent  order  requiring  a  connecting  track  there  as  may  be  proper. 
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February  21,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Farmington,  Mo.,  February  20,  1894. 
Hon.  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— I  herewith  hand  you  the  petition  of  iny  self  and  others  asking  you 
to  make  an  order  on  the  railroad  named,  requiring  them  to  put  in  switches  at  their 
junction  to  enable  shippers  to  transfer  from  one  road  to  the  other.  We  have  been 
waiting  now  for  a  twelve-cuonth,  supposing  that  these  roads  for  the  convenience  of 
their  patrons  would  put  in  these  spurs  or  switches,  but  they  prefer  it  as  it  is,  so  that 
each  can  have  a  longer  haul.  Shippers  from  the  south  are  compelled  to  ship  to 
Riverside,  and  then  down  on  the  main  lines.  We  are  anxious  to  have  these 
switches  in,  in  as  quick  time  a3  po38ible ;  the  sooner  the  order  is  made  the  sooner  it 
will  be  done.    Please  give  this  matter  your  immediate  attention,  and  oblige, 

Yours  respectfully,  Wm.  R.  Taylor. 

To  the  Honorable  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  within  and  for  the  State  of  Missouri: 

The  undersigned,  your  petitioners  and  patrons  of  the  St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  &  Southern 
railway  and  the  Mississippi  River  &  Bonne  Terre  railway,  residing  and  doing  business  in  St.  Fran- 
cois county,  Missouri,  would  respectfully  aek  your  Honors  to  make  an  order  upon  said  railroads  to 
construct  and  maintain  spurs  or  switches  at  the  junction  of  their  said  railroads  in  St.  Francois 
county,  Missouri,  so  as  to  permit  shipments  and  loaded  cars  to  be  transferred  and  transported  from 
one  of  said  railroads  so  crossing  into  the  custody  of  the  railroad  so  crossed.  That  said  railroads 
are  at  grade  at  the  crossing  thereof. 

Wm.  R.  Taylor  Mining  Co. 
Derby  Lead  Co. , 

Geo.  J.  Cole,  Sec'y. 
F.  R.  Van  Frank  &  Co. 
Evans  &  Simpson. 
Central  Lead  Co. , 

R.  D.  V.  Johnson. 
W.  C.  Norwine&  Bro. 
Williams  &  Bro. 
GoiT  &  Florence. 
Graham  &  Whltmer. 
E.  P.  Phillips. 
W.  B.  Murrill  &  Co. 
W.  C.  Johnson. 
Jno.  Dryden,  Sapt.  Mine. 

Matter  was  referred  to  J.  Burns,  Gen.  Supt.  Miss.  Eiver  &  Bonne 

Terre  R'y,  in  letter  as  follows,  February  21, 1894 : 

Enclosed  herewith  is  a  copy  of  a  petition  filed  this  day  in  the  office  of  the 
Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  which  is  referred  to  you  for  your  atten- 
tion. I  am  instructed  to  ask  you  if  you  desire  to  be  heard  by  the  Commissioners 
in  regard  to  the  matter  of  the  connecting  track  proposed,  and  to  state  that  if  you 
so  desire  the  Board  will  appoint  an  early  date  for  such  hearing. 

Matter  was  also  referred  same  day  to  Mr.  Peck,  Gen.  Supt.  St.  L., 
I.  M.  &  S.  R'y,  in  letter  similar  to  the  foregoing. 

Feb.  23  and  24 — Following  was  received  : 

Bonnk  Terre,  February  22,  1894. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  J efl'erson  City  : 

Beg  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  favor  of  February  21,  enclosing  copy  of 
petition  filed  with  you  February  21,  on  behalf  of  some  patrons  who  desire  a  change 
in  the  facilities  at  Doe  Run  Junction. 
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Please  accept  thanks  for  same,  and  arrange  a  hearing  any  time  suitable  to  the 
Board,  but  if  possible  defer  it  until  about  March  1,  as  I  am  engaged  for  every  day 
until  that  time,  but,  of  course,  I  will  conform  to  the  convenience  of  the  Board  if 
necessary.  Yours  truly, 

J.  Burns, 
General  Superintendent. 

St.  Louis,  February  23,  1894. 
Jas.  Harding,  Esq  ,  Sec'y  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City: 
Dear  Sir— In  reply  to  your  esteemed  favor,  beg  to  state  that  the  subject-mat- 
ter of  the  same  is  now  in  correspondence,  and  has  been  for  some  time  past,  between 
the  office  of  the  General  Sup't  of  the  M .  R.  &  B .  T .  R'y  and  this  office,  with  a  view 
of  arriving  at  an  understanding  looking  toward  a  track  connection  between  our 
respective  roads  at  the  crossing  referred  to.  We  hope  to  have  the  matter  arranged 
within  a  reasonable  time.  Yours  truly, 

E.  A.  Peck,  General  Sup't. 

February  16,  1894. — The  following  letter  was  written  Mr.  Burns  : 

In  letter  received  this  morning  from  E.  A.  Peck,  General  Superintendent  of 
the  St.  Louh,  Iron  Mountain  and  Southern  railway,  he  states  that  the  subject  of  a 
connecting  track  at  crossing  of  Mississippi  River  &  Bonne  Terre  railway  and  the 
St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  &  Southern  railway  is  now  being  considered,  and  that  a 
correspondence  is  now  being  had  looking  to  an  arrangement  for  the  proposed  con- 
necting track,  and  that  he  hopes  to  have  the  muter  arranged  within  a  reasonable 
time. 

March  13,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Bonne  Terre,  Mo.,  March  13,  1894. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 
Dear  Sir— Referring  to  your  favor  February  21,  relative  to  a  petition  from 
various  parties  relative  to  connecting  track  at  Doe  Run  Junction,  where  this  line 
crosses  the  Belmont  branch  of  the  St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  and  Southern  railway, 
beg  to  state  that  connection  has  been  put  in  at  that  point ;  same  was  completed 
ready  for  business  on  March  8.  Yours  truly, 

J.  Burns, 
General  Superintendent. 


January  2,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  December  30,  1893. 
Honorable  Board  of  R'y  Com'rs,  State  of  Missouri,  Jefferson  City: 

Gentlemen— The  tracks  of  the  St.  L.,  K.  &  N.  W.  R'y  Co.  pass  through  the 
tracks  of  this  company  in  Main  street,  near  Clinton  street,  in  city  of  St.  Louis. 

These  crossings  as  now  maintained  by  that  company  are  mechanically  and 
physically  defective,  and  render  the  passage  of  engines  and  cars  over  same  ex- 
tremely dangerous  to  life  and  property. 

Our  repeated  requests  made  on  the  General  Manager  of  the  St.  L.,  K.  &  N. 
W.  R'y,  that  good  and  safe  crossings  be  provided,  have  been  ignored. 

We  now  request  that  you  give  this  matter  your  earliest  attention,  in  order  that 
good  and  safe  crossings  may  be  provided  and  maintained. 

Very  respectfully, 

H.  W.  Gays,  General  Manager. 

E  K  C— 23 


354 

Answered  same  day  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  The  Commissioners  expect  to  be  in  St.  Louis  on  Saturday  next 
(Jan.  6th  ),  for  the  purpose  of  inspecting  the  crossings  referred  to.  You  will  be 
duly  notified  of  time  and  place  of  meeting. 

January  2,  1894 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  W.  E.  Cunning- 
ham, Supt.  St.  L.  K.  &  N.  W.  R'y : 

Complaint  having  been  made  to  this  Board  of  the  defective  and  dangerous 
condition  of  your  track  crossings  in  Main  street,  near  Clinton  street,  in  the  city  of 
St.  Louis,  the  Commissioners  desire  to  make  an  inspection  of  the  same,  and  will 
be  glad  if  you  can  make  it  convenient  to  meet  them  in  St.  Louis  on  Saturday  morn- 
ing next  (Jan.  6 )  for  that  purpose.  Please  indicate  if  arrangement  will  be  satis- 
factory to  you. 

January  6 — The  following  was  received: 

Hannibal,  Mo.,  Jan.  5,  1894. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Dept.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — I  have  your  favor  of  the  2d,  which  just  reached  me  this  p.  m.  on 
account  of  absence  from  the  office. 

Tracks  in  St.  Louis  are  not  yet  turned  over  to  the  operating  department,  of 
v  hich  I  have  charge,  but  are  handled  by  Mr.  B.  L.  Crosby,  Res.  Engr.,  St.  Louis, 
and  1  have  sent  your  letter  to  him,  with  the  request  that  he  correspond  with  you 
directly  in  regard  to  a  meeting.  Yours  truly, 

W.  E.  Cunningham,  Supt. 

January  8,  1894 — The  following  was  received : 

St.  Louis,  July  6,  1894. 

Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Your  letter  of  the  2ad  to  Mr  W.  E.  Cunningham,  relative  to  inspec- 
tion of  track  crossings  on  Main  street,  near  Clinton  street,  St.  Louis,  has  been 
referred  to  me. 

Either  Monday  or  Tuesday  the  8th  or  9th,  wiil  be  a  convenient  time,  as  our 
Chief  Engineer,  Mr.  Geo.  S.  Morrison,  wiil  be  here  at  that  time  and  would  like  to 
meet  the  Commissioners. 

Will  you  kindly  wire  me  at  above  address,  whether  you  can  be  here  either  of 
the  above  days,  and  where  and  when  to  meet.         Yours  truly, 

Ben  L.  Crosby, 

Resident  Engineer. 

Commissioners  Hennessey  and  Gowgill  were  in  St.  Louis  on  9th, 
and  made  inspection  of  the  crossings  complained  of,  in  company  with 
Mr.  Crosby. 

Subsequently,  plans  as  provided  by  Mr.  G.  S.  Morrison,  chief 
engineer,  etc.,  for  arrangement  of  track  crossings  referred  to,  were 
tiled.  These  plans  were  approved  by  the  Commissioners  and  forwarded 
to  Mr.  Gays,  Jan.  31,  with  recommendation  that  same  be  adopted.  The 
plan  proposed  that  crossings  and  appurtenances  be  put  in  by  the  S.  L. 
K.  &  N.  W.  R.  R.  Co.,  and  maintenance  thereafter  be  paid  for  equally 
by  said  Co.  and  S.  L.  Merchants'  Bridge  Terminal  Ivy.  Co. 
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February  3 — The  following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  February  2,  1894. 
Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  B.  of  Ry.  Corn's,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  enclosing  blue  print  and  correspond- 
ence in  reference  to  change  in  St  L.,  K.  &  N.  W.  crossing  as  proposed  by  Mr. 
Morrison,  chief  engineer  that  company. 

The  plans  not  having  been  presented  to  us  before,  have  been  referred  to  our 
chief  engineer  for  consideration ;  soon  as  returned  by  him  action  will  be  taken  on 
same  by  this  company.  Yours, 

H.  W.  Gays, 

General  Manager. 


May  16,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Foster,  Mo.,  June  15,  1S94. 

Raidroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— We  are  having  trouble  in  this  section  of  the  coal  fields  getting 
cars  put  in  on  one  or  two  of  the  switches,  on  account  of  the  Western  Coal  and  Min- 
ing Co.,  or  rather  on  account  of  the  agent  for  them,  or  supposed  agent;  and  I  write 
to  you  men,  as  a  body  representing  the  people,  and  ask  you  a  few  questions,  as 
follows  : 

Is  a  railroad  built  and  chartered  for  the  accommodation  of  the  public,  or  for  one 
person  or  corporation?  And  are  they  not  compelled  by  law  to  place  cars  on  any  of 
their  switches  along  the  line  for  the  use  of  patrons  of  the  road,  where  switches 
were  built  for  that  purpose,  and  connected  at  both  ends  of  the  main  line? 

What  is  the  length  of  time  a  railroad  has  to  furnish  a  coal  car  after  receiving 
an  order  before  they  are  liable  for  damages  ? 

The  switch  which  is  causing  the  most  trouble  is  where  several  parties  have  to 
load  their  coal,  and  are  deprived  of  it  now,  at  a  time  when  they  can  get  ready  sale 
for  their  coal,  by  .being  bulldozed  by  a  young  smart  alec.  Please  answer  these 
questions  at  once,  and  then  I  will  write  you  the  name  of  switch,  and  put  the  griev- 
ances before  you  in  writing.   Trusting  to  hear  from  you  at  once,  1  remain, 

Yours  truly, 

M.  D.  Russell. 

Answered  same  day  as  follows: 

*   *   *   *   Replying  to  your  interrogatories : 

1st— Railroad  companies  in  this  State  are  organized  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
structing, maintaining  and  operating  railroads  for  public  use  in  the  conveyance  of 
persons  and  property. 

2d— The  law  requires  that  railroad^ companies  shall  receive  all  freight  which 
may  be  offered  for  transportation  at  usual  stopping  places,  and  take,  transport  and 
deliver  the  same  without  unnecessary  delay,  according  to  contract.  Any  discrimi- 
nation in  shipping  facilities  is  prohibited  by  law. 

3d— There  is  nothing  in  the  law  regarding  the  length  of  time  in  which  a  rail- 
road company  must  furnish  cars  when  required  by  ashipper^but  it  is  expected 
that  cars  so  required  will  be  furnished  with  reasonable  promptness  and  without  dis- 
crimination. The  liability  for  damage  by  reason  of  failure  to  furnish  cars  in  any 
case  would  depend  entirely  upon  the  facts. 

A  copy  of  report  containing  the  railroad  law  of  the  State  is  mailed  you  here- 
with, under  another  cover. 
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June  14,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Foster,  Mo.,  June  12,  1894*. 
Honorable  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— I  wrote  you  some  time  back  asking  you  a  few  questions,  and  re- 
ceived answer  to  a  part  of  them  ;  and  I  write  you  again  in  regard  to  trouble  we  are 
having  through  this  section  about  getting  to  load  coal  on  some  of  the  switches  of 
the  Mo.  Pacific  railroad  ;  and  the  first  is  the  switch  known  as  McPeak. 

This  switch  was  first  a  spur,  and  built  for  the  benefit  of  the  coal  around  and 
near  it,  as  it  is  three  miles  from  town,  but  now  it  is  connected  at  both  ends  with 
the  main  line— connection  being  done  in  last  year  by  railroad  employes  under  the 
directions  of  road  superintendent— and  this  switch  has  been  used  by  the  public 
without  any  interference  or  trouble  until  here  lately,  and  the  Western  Coal  &  Min- 
ing Company's  men  or  the  man  that  buys  coal  from  whomever  he  can  and  sells  to 
the  Western  Coal  &  Mining  Co.,  claims  that  they  own  the  switch,  and  have  refused 
to  let  any  one  load  any  coal  on  it  unless  they  load  for  him,  and  the  railroad  agent 
here  has  refused  to  take  orders  for  cars  there,  and  will  not  after  this  week  give  any 
one  a  car  for  that  place  unless  it  is  for  Mr.  H.  L.  Littell,  the  man  that  represents 
himself  as  company  man.  And  there  are  only  two  parties  that  are  on  the  com- 
pany's land  that  can  toad  at  that  switch,  and  they  want  to  load  to  other  buyers  on 
account  of  the  price,  which  is  from  from  one-half  to  one  cent  better  the  year  round 
on  the  bushel.  Cannot  we  get  cars  furnished  us  at  this  switch  ?  It  was  not  built 
by  the  Western  Coal  &  Mining  Co.,  or  for  their  individual  benefit ;  and  more,  they 
cannot  use  only  about  one-sixth  or  one-fifth  of  the  room  on  it  at  a  time,  unless  they 
order  it  full  of  cars  and  mark  them  with  blue  chalk  and  let  them  stand  for  a  week 
or  more  at  a  time,  which  be  has  been  doing.  This  switch  will  hold  15  or  16  cars  at 
a  time.   Does  the  Western  Coal  &  Mining  Co.  own  McPeak  switch  ? 

The  same  party,  Mr.  H.  L.  Littell,  has  given  all  parties  notice  that  are  load- 
ing coal  at  switch  known  as  Rucker,  that  they  could  not  load  any  coal  on  it  after 
this  week,  which  is  one  and  one-half  miles  west  of  Foster  and  one  and  one-half 
east  of  McPeak,  and  this  switch  is  a  station  and  marked  as  such  on  the  Mo.  P. 
maps,  and  a  regular  stopping  place,  as  they  will  sell  tickets  for  it  and  receive 
freight  to  be  unloaded  there ;  and  more,  the  company  has  never  got  a  deed  for  the 
land  on  which  the  track  is  laid.  Cannot  the  citizens  and  patrons  of  the  Mo.  P. 
Railroad  compel  the  company' to  furnish  us  cars  for  the  transportation  of  our  coal 
at  these  two  switches?  I  am  a  regular  shipper  of  coal  from  these  coal-fields  and 
have  been  for  the  last  six  years,  and  have  always  paid  more  for  coal  than  company, 
but  have  always,  as  all  other  shippers,  been  working  against  odds  on  account  of 
discrimination  on  account  of  railroad  company  to  Western  Coal  Mining  Company, 
and  I  now  have  market  for  all  the  coal  I  can  ship,  and  cannot  get  it  loaded  on 
account  of  the  agent  here  refusirg  me  cars  at  regular  loading  and  stopping  points* 
and  unless  I  can  get  cars  will  be  compelled  to  quit ;  and  I  am  not  the  only  one,  but 
all  the  men  that  own  coal  near  these  points  will  either  be  compelled  to  load  their 
coal  to  the  company  at  a  loss,  or  let  it  lay  in  the  ground. 

Gentlemen,  if  you  will  investigate  this  matter  you  will  know  what  I  have 
written  to  be  facts,  and  that  there  has  been  favors  shown  here  for  the  last  seven 
years  to  the  coal  company  in  cars.  Please  let  me  hear  from  you  at  once  whether 
or  not  1  cannot  get  cars  at  these  two  points  for  coal,  as  1  have  orders  for  all  the 
coal  I  can  ship,  and  if  I  lose  them  it  means  a  loss  to  me,  not  only  a  profit  but  my 
trade  I  have  built  up. 

Trusting  to  hear  from  you  soon,  and  that  you  will  investigate  this,  1  remain, 

Yours  truly,  M.  D.  Russell. 
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Answered  same  day  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  If  any  of  the  switches  referred  to  are  'private  switches, '  constructed 
and  paid  for  by  private  corporation  or  by  an  individual  for  their  own  use,  the  use 
of  such  switches  would  be  under  the  control  of  the  party  owning  them,  and  with- 
out consent  of  such  party  no  one  could  be  allowed  to  use  them.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  switches  or  sidings  referred  to  were  constructed  by  the  Missouri  Pacific 
Railway  Company  for  traffic  purposes,  the  public  has  a  right  to  their  use. 

The  matter  has  been  referred  today  to  the  Missouri  Pacific  general  offices  for 
attention  and  explanation.  The  case  has  been  fully  presented,  as  stated  by  you, 
and  as  soon  as  reply  is  received  you  will  be  informed  as  to  the  result.  The  matter 
of  supply  of  cars  for  shippers  is  one  not  under  the  control  of  the  Commissioners, 
excepting  that  they  can  require  that  no  discrimination  be  made  in  the  distribution 
of  cars  for  shipping  purposes.  It  often  happens  that  the  supply  of  cars  is  limited, 
and  in  such  cases  it  is  the  duty  of  a  railroad  company  to  distribute  cars  in  proper 
proportion  to  the  business  offered. 

Matter  was  referred  to  W.  C.  Stith,  G.  F.  A.,  June  14,  in  letter,  as 
follows : 

Enclosed  herewith  is  a  coplyof  a  letter  received  today,  to  which  your  atten- 
tion is  requested.  Please  look  into  the  matters  stated  in  letter,  and  make  such 
statement  regarding  them  as  may  be  found  to  be  proper. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

June  19 — The  following  reply  was  received : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  June  18, 1894. 
Mr.  Ja3.  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 
Dear  Sir— This  will  acknoweledge  receipt  of  your  communication  of  June  14, 
with  reference  to  trouble  in  getting  cars  to  load  with  coal  at  switches  on  Mo.  Pac. 
R'y,  as  per  complaint  of  Mr.  M.  D.  Russell,  copy  of  which  you  enclose. 

This  matter  is  one  with  which  our  transportation  department  will  have  to 
deal,  and  L  have  taken  the  liberty  of  referring  all  correspondence  to  Mr.  H.  G. 
Clark,  our  General  Superintendent,  with  request  that  he  reply  to  you  direct. 

Yours  truly, 

W.  C.  Stith. 

June  26 — Letter  was  received  from  Mr.  H.  G.  Clark,  and  letter 
was  written  Mr.  Russell  as  follows : 

In  letter  received  this  morning  from  Mr.  H.  G.  Clark.  General  Superintend- 
ent Mo.  Pacific  railway,  he  states  *  *  *  "this  was  a  misunderstanding  on  the 
part  of  our  agent,  who  was  under  the  impression  that  Rucker  and  McPeak's  siding 
belonged  to  the  Western  Coal  and  Mining  Company,  and  that  private  shippers 
could  not  load  cars  on  this  siding.  We  have  put  the  agent  straight  in  the  matter, 
and  had  him  call  upon  Mr.  Russell,  with  the  result  of  a  mutual  understanding  and 
amicable  settlement.  Therefore,  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  further  cause  for 
complaint  in  this  direction." 

Relying  on  the  above, the  Commissioners  presume  your  complaint  to  have  been 
adjusted,  and  unless  otherwise  notified  by  you  will  take  no  further  action  in  the 
matter. 
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STATION  HOUSES  AND  AGENTS. 

June  6,  1893 — The  following  were  received  : 

Enon,  Mo.,  June  4,  1893. 

Railroad  Commissioner,  Jefferpon  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— Shippers  and  merchants  are  put  to  too  much  inconvenience  at  thi& 
point,  there  being  no  freight  agent  at  Enon,  Mo.;  the  inconvenience  is  not  only  in 
sending  stock,  but  in  having  it  shipped  to  this  point  as  well.  Kindly  asking  you 
to  attend  to  this  matter  at  your  earliest  convenience,  !  am, 

Most  respectfully  yours, 

John  F.  Enlok. 

Enon,  Mo.,  June  5,  1893. 

Railroac'  Commissioner,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir — We  are  put  to  too  much  tronble  here  in  shipping  live-stock  ;  there 
is  no  freight  agent  at  this  place.  If  there  is  any  law  to  make  the  railroad  company 
have  a  freight  agent  here,  1  will  ask  you  to  attend  to  it. 

Yours  truly, 

O.  V.  Farris. 

Matter  referred  June  6,  1893  to  H.  G.  Clark,  General  Superintend- 
ent as  follows  : 

Enclosed  please  find  two  letters  from  parties  at  Enon,  Mo.,  Bagnell  branch 
Mo.  P.  R'y,  regardingjnconvenience  to  shippers  by  reason  of  there  being  no  agent 
at  that  point. 

Jflease  look  into  matter  and  see  if  anything  can  be  done  for  relief  of  complain- 
ants, returning  their  letters  to  this  office  with  your  reply. 

June  25,  1893 — The  following  was  received  : 

On  Road,  June  23, 1893. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  of  Railroad  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — I  return  herewith  communications  of  4th  and  5th  inst.,  addressed 
to  the  Board  by  John  F.  Enloe  and  Mr.  O.  V.  Farri3,  respectively,  and  replying  to 
yours  of  6th  inst.,  beg  toinvite  your  attention  to  next  attached  letters  of  19th  and 
21st  inst.,  from  Mr.  W  G.  Brownlee,  Division  Superintendent,  and  Mr.  L.  D.  Hop- 
kins, Superintendent,  in  relation  to  the  situation  at  Enon,  Mo.,  so  far  as  the  re- 
ceiving and  handling  of  freight  are  concerned.  I  can  also  say  from  personal 
knowledge  that  there  is  not  sufficient  business  offering  at,  or  destined  to,  that  point 
to  justify  the  maintenance  of  an  agency  there. 

Kindly  return  me  epistles  from  Messrs.  Brownlee  and  Hopkins  when  they  have 
served  your  purpose.  Yours  truly, 

H.  G.  Clark,  General  Supt. 

Letter  was  written  Messrs  Enloe  and  Farris,  as  follows: 

With  this  you  will  find  reply  of  General  Superintendent  Clark  to  letter  from 
this  office,  in  regard  to  the  assignment  of  a  station  agent  at  Enon  station.  The 
Commissioners  can  not  require  that  a  station  agent  be  placed  at  any  station. 
Every  railroad  company,  however,  is  required  by  law  to  give  proper  and  prompt 
facilities  for  shipments  of  freights  of  all  descriptions  at  every  station  upon  the  line 
of  its  road. 
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June  20,  1893— The  following  were  received  : 

Talbot,  Mo.,  Jane  10,  1893. 

T.  J.  Hennessey,  Chairman  R.  R.  Com.  : 

Dear  Sir— Some  six  months  ago  the  depot  at  this  station  on  the  M.  K.  &  T.  R. 
R.  was  burned,  and  now  the  railroad  company  refuse  to  build  another ;  also,  there 
should  be  stock  pens  here,  as  this  is  a  good  shipping  point,  and  it  makes  it  very  ill- 
convenient  for  receivers  and  shippers  of  freight.  Now,  I  wish  you  would  please 
see  to  this  at  once,  and  give  us  an  early  reply.  ^ours  truly, 

J.  F.  Andrews  &  Co. 

Talbot,  Mo.,  June  19,  1893. 

Mr.  Cowgill : 

Dear  Sir— If  you  remember,  when  you  were  making  a  canvass  of  this  county, 
that  you  told  me  if  I  would  help  you  out,  that  if  you  could  ever  do  a  favor  for  me 
that  you  would  do  so.  Now  my  case  is  this  :  Our  depot  at  this  place  got  burned 
some  six  months  ago,  and  the  railroad  company  refuses  to  build  another  ;  we  also 
want  stock  pens  here,  and  1  wrote  the  company  and  offered  to  build  stock  pens  at 
my  own  expense,  which  they  refuse  to  do  ;  there  has  been  20  loads  of  freight  un- 
loaded herein  the  last  six  months,  and  would  have  been  as  much  more  shipped 
here  had  there  been  a  depot ;  there  would  be  25  or  30  loads  of  stock  shipped  from 
here  during  the  year  if  we  had  pens;  also,  20  or  25  loads  of  wheat.  1  have  now 
eight  loads  of  heavy  cattle  which  I  have  to  drive  six  miles  to  ship.  The  railroad 
company  refuse  to  stop  morning  and  evening  passenger  trains  here,  when  they  stop 
at  Estill  and  other  way  stations;  we  have  a  good  store  here  and  is  a  good  shipping 
point. 

This  station  is  on  the  M.  K.  &  T.  R.  R.  I  would  be  pleased  if  you  would 
look  this  matter  up.   1  cin  get  a  petition  with  one  hundred  names  if  necessary. 

Yours  truly, 

K.  T.  Kingsbury. 

Answered  same  day  as  follows  : 

*****  xhe  law  does  not  require  railroad  companies  to  build  station 
houses  at  any  town  on  their  lines  having  a  population  of  less  than  200  inhabitants. 
AnythiDg  the  Commissioners  ;can  do,  however,  toward  bringing  about  the  object 
you  desire,  will  be  cheerfully  done. 

By  order  of  the  R.  R.  and  W.  H.  Commissioners. 


Aug.  23,  1893 — A  letter  was  received  from  parties  at  Hopewell^ 
Mo. — St.  L.,L  M.  &  S.  R'y — complaining  of  the  removal  of  the  station 
agent  at  that  place,  and  asking  the  Commissioners  to  intercede,  and* 
if  possible,  to  have  agent  reappointed.  The  matter  was  referred  to 
Mr.  E.  A.  Peck,  in  letter  as  follows  : 

With  this  is  enclosed  a  letter  from  J.  W .  Nixon  &  Co.,  of  Hopewell,  in  regard 
to  the  station  at  that  place.  It  would  appear  from  the  statement  made  regarding 
the  business  done  there  by  your  line  that  a  station  and  agent  were  necessary.  It 
certainly  seems  to  entail  a  hardship  upon  the  people  of  Hopewell  and  vicinity  to 
deprive  them  of  the  facilities  they  have  so  long  enjoyed,  and  the  Board  hope  you 
will  take  the  necessary  action  to  restore  the  station  and  agent.  They  earnestly 
recommend  it  as  being  for  the  public  welfare,  and  as  they  believe,  the  interest  of 
your  company . 
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Reply  received  Aug.  27,  as  follows: 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Aug.  26,  1894. 
Jas.  Harding,  Esq.,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — Replying  to  your  letter  of  August  23  with  reference  to  removal  of 
the  agent  at  Hopewell,  we  do  not  feel  that  the  business  justifies  us  in  maintaining 
an  agent  there.  The  station  is  not  closed,  and  will  be  treated  as  all  other  prepaid 
stations.  Freight  will  be  forwarded  from  and  received  at  that  station.  Our  finan- 
cial condition  is  such  that  we  are  compelled,  in  order  to  pay  our  employes,  to  make 
temporary  economical  arrangements  such  as  the  one  noted. 

Yours  truly, 

E.  A.  Peck,  Gen'l  Supt. 

Copy  of  letter  of  Mr.  Peck  was  mailed  to  Messrs.  Nixon  &  Co., 
Aug.  28,  the  same  being  self-explanatory. 


April  11 — The  following  was  received : 

Stanberry,  Mo.,  April  10,  1894. 

R.  R.  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

My  Dear  Sir— Our  people  feel  justly  indignant  at  the  manner  they  have  been 
treated  at  this  place  in  regard  to  depot  accommodations.  We  have  a  beautiful  city 
of  near  30C0  inhabitants,  normal  school,  railroad  division,  a  fine  country  and  no 
depot,  only  a  room  14X20,  in  which  baggage,  ladies,  gents,  tramps  and  all  are  com- 
pelled to  await  the  trains.  We  have  been  promised  better  accommodations  time 
after  time,  and  as  yet  no  steps  have  been  taken  to  improve  it.  People  who  came  to 
our  town  for  railroad  accommodations  are  justly  indignant,  and  I  have  been  asked 
to  write  you  to  know  if  the  people  of  this  great  State  have  no  redress. 

Hoping  to  hear  from  you  soon,  I  am, 

Respectfully, 

V.  T.  Williams. 

N.  B.— I  have  no  fault  to  find  with  our  depot  agent,  as  he  does  his  duty. 

V.  T.  W. 

June  28,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Council  Bluffs,  1a.,  January  26,  1894. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir— I  am  in  receipt  of  your  favor  of  the  25th  inst.  I  had  not  heard  of 
the  people  at  Stanberry  complaining  of  the  want  of  a  freight-house,  although  I 
have  heard  Mr.  Gait  say,  while  he  was  General  Manager,  that  they  were  desirous 
of  having  a  better  passenger  station. 

I  would  be  very  glad  to  give  them  both,  but  you  know  the  road  is  in  my 
hands  as  a  receiver,  and,  without  the  authority  of  the  court,  I  can  only  take  the 
best  care  I  can  of  the  property  with  the  means  1  have  available,  and  to  me  it  has 
seemed,  so  far,  much  more  important  that  some  other  things  were  done  first. 
However,  I  shall  be  glad  to  make  improvements  there  as  soon  as  it  is  financially 
practicable.  It  is,  however,  of  very  much  greater  importance  that  some  other 
things  be  first  provided— the  principal  item  of  which  is  freight  ear  equipment. 

Yours  truly, 

J.  F.  Barnard,  Receiver. 

Answered  same  day  as  follows : 

*  *  *  *  lam  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  have  on  several 
occasions  brought  this  matter  to  the  attention  of  the  management  of  the  Omaha 
&  St.  Louis  railway,  their  latest  effort  in  that  behalf  having  been  in  letter  to  Mr. 


361 


Barnard,  Receiver,  on  the  25th  of  February  last.  In  that  letter  the  construction 
of  a  new  station-house  at  Stanberry  was  urged.  In  his  reply,  February  28th  last, 
Mr.  Barnard  states,  "I  would  be  very  glad  to  give  them  both  (passenger  and 
freight-house),  but  you  know  the  road  is  in  my  hands  as  Receiver,  and  without 
the  authority  of  the  court,  lean  only  take  the  best  care  1  can  of  the  property, 
with  the  means  I  have  available,  and  to  me  it  has  seemed  so  far  much  more  im- 
portant that  some  things  were  done  first.  However,  I  shall  be  glad  to  make  im- 
provements there  as  soon  as  it  is  financially  practicable." 

You  are  no  doubt  aware  that  the  railroad  law  cf  this  State  does  not  require 
the  erection  and  maintenance  of  passenger  station-houses  anywhere  excepting  at 
the  intersection  of  railroads.  Railroad  companies  are  required  to  erect  and  main- 
tain freight-houses  at  every  town  on  their  roads  having  a  population  of  200  inhab- 
itants or  more.  The  Commissioners  are  in  noway  empowered  to  act  in  any  manner 
requiring  a  railroad  company  to  construct  a  passenger  depot.  It  has  been  at- 
tempted at  several  sessions  of  the  General  Assembly  to  give  the  Commission  a 
reasonable  authority  in  this  matter,  even  to  compel  the  erection  of  depots  under 
proper  circumstances,  but  without  avail. 


May  21,  1894 — The  following  was  received: 

To  the  Honorable  Railroad  Commissioners  of  Missouri  (or  such  of  them  connected 
with,  and  having  supervision t)ver  the  M.,  K.  &  T.  railroad  in  Missouri.): 

We.  the  undersigned,  all  of  whom  reside  in  and  around  the  town  of  Ellis, 
which  used  to  be  supplied  with  a  station  agent,  but  whohas  been  removed,  would 
most  respectfully  pray  for  you  co  intercede  for  us  and  get  the  General  Superintend- 
ent to  establish  a  depot  agent  at  said  town  of  Ellis,  in  the  county  of  Vernon  and 
State  of  Mo.,  for  the  following  reasons,  to  wit:  1st.  Our  town  contains  a  popu- 
lation of  155  souls;  the  town  is  surrounded  by  a  fine  agricultural  and  stock-raising 
country  ;  we  are  about  5  miles  from  the  nearest  station  on  this  road  which  has  a 
depot  agent.  During  each  month  there  are,  or  would  be  large  shipments  of  pro- 
duce and  live  stock  from  this  point  if  we  had  an  agent.  We  are  confident  that  if 
our  wish  was  granted  the  business  done  at  this  point  would  pay  the  agent's  salary, 
and  yield  the  railroad  company  a  handsome  profit  besides. 

If  you  have  any  authority  in  the  premises  we  invoke  it;  if  not,  we  pray  you 
-exercise  your  influence  in  our  behalf. 


P.  W.  Vandiveer, 

C.  W.  Janes, 

John  Horn, 

J.  C.  Phelps, 

L.  O'Kelly, 

Alex.  Thomas, 

J.  E.  Nagle, 

A.  B.  Holcomb, 

M.  McClenagan. 

Daniel  Ward, 

S.  W.  Gilmor, 

G.  P.  Beard, 

W.  F.  Parsons, 

John  Spendiff, 

Joseph  Selsor, 

W.  Y.  Robinson, 

James  Pinegor, 

L.  G.  McDonald, 

0.  Coonrod, 

James  M.  Wolfe, 

James  Owings, 

A.  E.  Howell, 

Jno.  W.  Perkins, 

R.  *1.  Howell, 

Henry  T.  Perkins, 

A.  W.  Thornton, 

Jacob  Zilliot, 

Robert  Muffler. 

J.  S.  Mosly, 

This  April  28,  1894. 
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Answered  May  22,  as  follows  : 

*****  Commissioners  have  no  jurisdiction  in  the  matter,  but  will 
gladly  do  all  in  their  power  to  aid  you  in  carrying  out  the  object  of  your  petition, 
and  to  that  end  will  strongly  recommend  that  an  agent  ba  appointed  as  requested. 

May  22.  1894 — Letter  was  written  A.  A.  Allen,  Gen'l  Sup't,  as 
follows  : 

Enclosed  herewith  you  will  find  copy  of  petition  from  citizens  of  Vernon 
county,  Missouri,  asking  that  a  station  agent  be  appointed  at  Ellis  station,  on  the 
line  of  the  M. ,  K.  &  T.  R'y.  The  reasons  given  by  the  petitioners  to  show  why 
an  agent  should  be  appointed  at  Ellis  seem  to  be  good,  and  the  Commissioners  hope 
you  may  find  it  proper  to  comply  with  the  request  contained  in  the  petition,  believ- 
ing that  such  action  will  be  for  the  best  interests  of  your  company,  and  will  also 
afford  better  facilities  and  accommodations  to  your  patrons. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

June  27 — The  following  was  received  from  Mr.  Allen  : 

Denison,  Tex.,  June  25,  1894. 
Hon.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  R  R.  and  W.  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— Your  favor  of  May22d,  in  regard  to  appointing  a  station  agent  at 
Ellis,  Mo.,  received,  and  the  matter  has  had  full  consideration.  I  find  that  for  the 
past  four  months  our  earnings  have  been  $159.85,  freight  and  passenger  business 
out  of  Ellis,  and  $61.75  to  that  station  ;  a  total  of  $221.60,  or  an  average  of  $55.40 
per  month. 

From  past  experience  in  similar  cases,  it  would  work  a  hardship  on  us.  The 
wages  of  an  agent  alone  would  amount  to  $50  per  month,  which,  with  the  inci- 
dental expenses  for  lights,  etc,  would  amount  to  more  than  the  revenue. 

I  hope  you  will  agree  with  us,  that  from  a  business  standpoint  we  would  not 
be  warranted  in  re-appointing  an  agent  at  the  present  time. 

Yours  truly, 

A.  A.  Allen. 

The  Commissioners  could  not  order  that  an  agent  be  appointed  at 
Ellis,  and,  under  the  circumstances,  could  not  insist  upon  their  recom- 
mendation of  22d. 


ACTION  REGARDING  TRAIN  SERVICE. 

Jan.  21,  1893— Hon.  A.  W.  Young,  Mayor  of  Pleasant  Hill,  Mo., 
made  verbal  complaint  of  inadequate  train  service  by  the  Kansas  City, 
Clinton  &  Springfield  R.  R.  Co.  at  Pleasant  Hill,  and  also  of  failure  on 
part  of  Missouri  Pacific  R'y  Co.  to  comply  with  law  requiring  that 
track  scales  be  put  in  and  maintained  at  points,  such  as  Pleasant  Hill, 
where  yearly  shipments  exceed  50,000  bushels  of  grain  annually. 

Answered  as  follows : 

*  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  attention  of  General  Manager  Net- 
tleton  has  been  called  to  the  provisions  of  section  2622,  R.  S.  Mo.  1889,  requiring 
that  all  railroads  shall  stop  at  least  one  train  per  day  to  receive  and  discharge 
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freight  at  all  towns  on  the  Hne8  of  such  roads  having  a  population  of  200  inhabi- 
tants or  more.    The  matter  of  your  complaint  has  also  been  laid  before  him.  The 
matter  of  track  scales  at  Pleasant  Hill  has  been  referred  to  Traffic  Manager  Mo. 
Pac.  R'y  for  his  attention  and  action. 

Jan.  21,  1893— The  following  letter  was  written  to  Geo.  H.  Nettle- 
ton,  General  Manager,  Kansas  City  : 

Complaint  is  made  by  Hon.  A.  W.  Young,  Mayor  of  Pleasant  Hill,  Mo.,  of 
inadequate  train  service  at  that  point  on  the  Kmsas  City,  Clinton  &  Springfield 
railroad.  Mr.  Young  states  that  an  engine,  singly  at  times,  and  sometimes  with  a 
short  train,  runs  over  the  line  into  Pleasant  Hill  weekly,  or  even  longer  intervals, 
and  that  the  effect  of  the  inadequate  service  is  very  detrimental  to  the  business 
interests  of  the  town. 

You  are  referred  to  the  provisions  of  section  2622  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of 
Missouri,  1S89,  whieh  requires  that  at  least  one  train  daily  shall  stop  at  any  place 
on  the  line  of  any  railroad  having  a  population  of  200  inhabitants  or  more.  Please 
give  this  matter  your  attention,  and  also  make  reply  at  your  earliest  convenience. 

By  order  of  the  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Answered  by  Mr.  Nettleton  as  follows  : 

James  Harding,  Sec'y  R  R.  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— I  have  yours  of  the  2l3t  instant,  stating  that  complaint  is  made  by 
Hon.  A..  W.  Young,  of  Pleasant  Hill,  of  inadequate  train  service  at  that  point  on 
the  Kansas  City,  Clinton  &  Springfield  railway,  and  will  have  the  matter  looked 
into  as  early  as  practicable.  Of  course,  you  understand  that  the  railroad  com- 
pany would  run  trains  as  often  as  there  was  business  to  justify. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Geo.  H.  Nettleton, 
President  and  General  Manager. 

January  28 — The  following  was  received  from  I.  P.  Dana,  attorney 
K.  C,  Ft.  S.  &  M  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  January  27,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  of  R.  R  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

De\T  Sir — The  matter  referred  to  in  your  letter  of  the  2lst  inst.  to  Mr.  Net- 
tleton. namely,  complaint  of  Major  Young,  of  Pleasant  Hill,  in  regard  to  train 
service  of  the  Clinton  road  at  that  point,  has  been  put  in  my  hands  for  investigation 
and  attention.  L  propose  to  take  the  matter  up'directly  with  Mayor  Young,  unless 
the  Board  object  to  our  doing'.so,  with  the  view  of  finding  out  the  precise  nature  of 
his  complaint,  in  all  its  details,  and  what  he  would  like  to  have  done .  It  is  possi- 
ble we  may  be  able  to  agree  upon  some  course.  From  what  I  know  of  the  wishes 
of  those  members.of  the  Board  with  whom  I  have  the  pleasure  of  an  acquaintance, 
this  course,  1  think,  will  meet  with  their  approval.  We  certainly  want  to  do  all 
the  business  we  can,  and  wish  to  obtain  all  the  patrons  possible,  and  keep  them 
after  we  have  obtained  them,  and  would  much  prefer  to  settle  all  misunderstand- 
ings with  them  rather  than  to  resort  to  legal  proceedings. 

Yours  very  truly, 

I.  P.  Dana. 

Answered  as  follows,  February  1 : 

*   *   *   *   *   i  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  not  only  have 
no  objection  to  your  taking  up  the  matter  complained  of  with  the  miyorof  that; 
town,  but  fully  approve  the  proposition,  and  hope  you  will  be  able  to  make  a  satis- 
factory adjustment  of  the  complaint. 
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The  following  was  filed  March  6,  1893  : 

Pleasant  Kill,  Mo  ,  March  4,  1893. 

James  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— A  complaint  was  made  in  January,  1893,  to  the  Railroad  Commission 
of  inadequate  train  service  on  the  part  of  the  Kansas  City,  Clinton  &  Springfield 
Railroad  Company. 

Mr.  Dana,  attorney  for  said  railroad  company,  promised  to  meet  with  the 
officials  of  the  city  of  Pleasant  Hill,  which  promise  he  has  failed  to  comply  with 
up  to  this  date,  aod  by  reason  of  said  failure  to  comply  with  said  promise,  we  re- 
spectfully ask  your  honorable  body  to  take  such  action  as  will  give  to  us  the  re- 
quired lawful  service  of  said  railroad  company.  A.  W".  Young,  Mayor. 

Attest:    H.  T.  Moore,  City  Clerk. 

State  of  Missouri, ) 
County  of  Cass,    J  8* 

On  this  1st  day  of  March,  1S93,  personally  appeared  before  me,  a  notary  pub- 
lic for  said  county  and  State,  S.  H.  Lynn,  who  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says 
that  the  failure  on  the  part  of  the  Kansas  City,  Clinton  &  Springfield  Railway  to 
run  a  daily  train  over  their  railroad  between  Pleasant  Hill  and  Raymore  Junction, 
as  required  by  law,  causes  now,  and  has  heretofore  caused  him,  the  said  S.  H. 
Lynn,  great  inconvenience,  annoyance  and  loss,  by  reason  of  their  neglect  to  com- 
ply with  their  obligations  imposed  on  said  railroad  as  a  common  carrier.  Deponent 
says  further,  as  an  instance  of  the  neglectful  conduct  of  said  company,  that  on  the 
2d  day  of  February,  1893,  the  said  Kansas  City,  Clinton  &  Springfield  railway 
Company  received  of  the  Hannibal  &  St  Jo.  R.  R.  Co  ,  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  one 
car  of  lumberjfor  consignment  to  this  affiant  at  Pleasant  Hill,  Mo.,  and  that  said 
car  of  lumber  did  not,  through  the  neglect  of  said  company  in  running  a  daily  train 
on  said  branch  between  said  Raymore  Junction  and  Pleasant  Hill,  reach  affiant 
until  the  1st  day  of  March  following,  when,  making  all  reasonable  allowance,  it 
should  have  reached  affiant  on  the  25th  day  of  February  aforesaid;  and  affiant  says 
further  that  it  was  not  intended  by  said  road  to  deliver  said  car  of  lumber  to  affiant 
by  running  a  train  over  said  branch  road  until  the  4th  day  of  March,  but  that 
affiant  wired  the  Division  Superintendent,  and  received  for  reply  that  he  would 
send  said  car  forward  over  said  branch  on  the  1st  day  of  March,  as  aforesaid. 

S.  H.  Lynn. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  before  me  this  1st  day  of  March,  1893. 

My  term  expires  March  18,  1896. 

[seal]  Chas.  O.  Race,  Notary  Public. 

State  of  Missouri,  1 
County  of  Cass.    /  b8- 

On  this  1st  day  of  March,  1893,  personally  appeared  before  me,  a  notary  public 
for  said  county  and  State,  one  Abraham  Hess,  of  the  firm  of  Hess  Bros,  of  Pieasant 
Hill,  Mo.,  who  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  :  That  the  failure  on  the  part 
of  the  Kansas  City,  Clinton  &  Springfield  railway  to  run  a  daily  train  over  their 
branch  road  between  Pleasant  Hill  and  Raymore  Junction,  as  required  by  law, 
causes  now  and  has  heretofore  caused  them,  the  said  He98  Bros.,  great  inconveni- 
ence, annoyance  and  loss,  by  reason  of  their  neglect  to  comply  with  the  obligations 
imposed  on  said  railroad  as  a  common  carrier. 

Deponent  says  further,  as  an  instance  of  the  neglect  of  said  railroad  company, 
that  during  the  year  1891  said  K.  C,  C.  &  S.  R'y  received  at  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
from  a  certain  railway,  a  large  consignment  of  goods  from  Chicago,  111.,  to  be  de- 
livered to  affiant  at  Pleasant  Hill,  Mo.,  over  their  road.    That  said  goods  were 
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left  at  Ray  more  Junction  by  said  railroad  for  the  space  of  one  week  and  until  affi- 
ant, rather  than  suffer  further  delay  and  loss,  sent  teams  after  said  goods  and  had 
them  hauled  to  Pleasant  Hill. 

Affiant  says  further  that  in  consequence  of  the  failure  of  said  railroad  to  de- 
liver them  on  time,  in  consequence  of  only  running  an  occasional  train  over  said 
branch,  that  he  was  damaged  and  made  to  suffer  loss,  not  only  by  having  to  hire 
said  goods  hauled  by  wagon,  but  also  by  suffering  loss  in  the  sale  of  said  goods. 

Abraham  Hess. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  1st  day  of  March,  1893. 

[seal]  CO.  Race,  Notary  Public. 

My  term  expires  March,  18,  1893. 

March  7 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Nettleton  : 

I  am  instructed  to  inform  you  that  the  Commissioners  today  took  the  follow- 
ing action  in  regard  to  train  service  at  Pleasant  Hill,  Mo.,  on  line  of  Kansas  City, 
Clinton  &  Springfield  railroad  :  "Compkint  of  inadequate  train  service  at  Pleas- 
ant Hill,  Mo.,  on  the  Kansas  City,  Clinton  &  Springfield  railroad,  was  filed  in  the 
office  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  January  19,  1893,  which  com- 
plaint was  referred  to  the  General  Manager  of  the  said  railroad  Jan.  21  ult.,  since 
which  time  no  action  has  been  taken  in  regard  to  improving  such  service;  and  as 
complaint  has  this  day  been  filed  by  the  Mayor  of  Pleasant  Hill,  setting  forth  that 
the  train  service  over  the  aforesaid  railroad  at  Pleasant  Hill  is  still  inadequate  and 
insufficient,  it  is  therefore  ordered  by  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners 
that  the  General  Manager  of  the  said  Kansas  City,  Clinton  &  Springfield  railroad 
be  and  is  hereby  notified  to  comply  without  unnecessary  delay,  with  the  provisions 
of  sction  2622  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Mo.,  1889,  which  requires  that  every  rail- 
road corporation  in  this  State  shall  'at  all  cities  and  towns  along  the  line  of  their 
railroad  having  a  population  of  two  hundred  inhabitants  or  more,  construct  and 
maintain  switches  and  freight  houses  for  the  receipt  and  delivery  of  grain  and 
other  freight  that  may  be  tendered  such  railroad  corporation  for  transportation  ; 
and  shall  stop  at  least  one  train  daily  thereat  to  receive  and  unload  freight.' " 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

March  18 — The  following  was  received  : 

Pleasant  Hill,  Mo.,  March  17,1893. 
Gen.  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  Com., 'Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Not  having  heard  anything  further  in  regard  to  complaint  made 
against  the  K.  C.  Clinton  &S.  R  R.  Co.,  in  regard  to  train  service,  I  would  re- 
spectfully address  you  to  advise  in  regard  to  the  matter  ;  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
company  pay  very  little  attention  to  our  grievances. 

Awaiting  your  kind  answer,  I  remain,  Yours  truly, 

A.  W.  Young. 

Following  telegram  was  sent  to  Mr.  Dana,  March  18: 

Mayor  of  Pleasant  Hill  complains  that  nothing  has  been  done  regarding  train 
service  matter.  UnderFtaDdirg  of  Board  was  that  immediate  attention  would  be 
given  by  you  ,  and  they  expect  no  further  delay. 

Following  telegram  was  sent  Mr.  Young,  March  18 : 

*  *  -x  *  *  K.  C. ,  C.  &  S.  people  have  been  wired  today  regarding  delay- 
in  action  concerning  train  service,  and  requiring  immediate  attention. 
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March  25 — The  following  was  received  : 

Oen.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  R.  R.  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — I  went  on  Tuesday  to  Pleasant  Hill  and  met  the  Mayor  and  four 
members  of  the  Common  Council,  all  that  were  in  the  city,  and,  as  I  stated  to  the 
Board  I  would  do,  I  discussed  the  matter  of  our  company's  running  daily  trains 
through  Pleasant  Hill  in  a  friendly  way  and  from  the  point  of  view  of  both  parties. 
No  decision  was  reached,  but  1  agreed  to  do  what  I  will  do  :  make  a  full  report  of 
all  the  arguments  and  reasons  advanced  by  the  Council  and  Mayor  in  support  of 
their  request  to  our  management  for  a  decision. 

My  judgment  is,  from  what  I  could  learn  at  Pleasant  Hill,  that  there  is  not 
much,  if  any,  strong  feeling  in  this  matter,  except  on  the  part  of  the  Mayor.  Of 
course  the  other  members  of  the  Council  and  other  citizens  expressed  themselves 
as  in  favor  of  having  our  trains  run  oftener  to  Pleasant  Hill,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
they  woujd  prefer  to  have  three  or  four  trains  a  day  run,  rather  than  one  Nor 
have  I  any  doubt  our  people  would  be  glad  if  they  could  get  business  enough  to 
warrant  their  running  as  many  trains  to  Pleasant  Hill  each  day. 

I  am  somewhat  in  doubt  as  to  the  exact  meaning  of  a  portion  of  your  telegram 
to  me  of  the  18th  instant,  where  you  say  that  "the  understanding  of  the  Board  was 
that  immediate  attention  would  be  given  "  by  me  to  this  matter.  If  you  meant 
that  I  agreed  to  go  to  Pleasant  Hill  and  see  the  Mayor  and  Council,  your  under- 
standing is  the  same  as  mine,  but  if  anything  more  than  that  was  meant  in  your 
telegram,  the  members  of  the  Board  misunderstood  the  purport  of  my  conversa- 
tion. I  did  not  intend  to,  and  I  feel  quite  sure  that  I  did  not,  intimate  that  our 
people  would  run  daily  trains  to  Pleasant  Hill  under  the  present  state  of  affairs.  I 
have  no  doubt  they  will,  on  my  report,  give  the  matter  further  consideration,  but 
whet  her  or  not  that  report  will  charge  their  minds  as  to  running  trains  oftener  I 
cannot  say.  Yours  truly, 

I.  P.  Dana. 

March  25 — The  following  was  written  to  Mr.  Dana : 

*  *  *  Your  understanding  of  the  telegram  sent  you  on  18th  inst.  was  cor- 
rect. The  Commissioners  understood  that  you  would  go  to  Pleasant  Hill  for  confer- 
ence with  citizens  of  that  piace,  with  the  view  of  an  adjustment  of  the  matter 
complained  of  without  any  further  action  on  the  part  of  the  Board.  Complaint 
from  the  Mayor  that  nothing  had  been  done  caused  telegram  to  you  requesting  im- 
mediate attention  in  carrying  out  the  understanding. 

Matter  was  arranged  satisfactorily.  The  traffic  in  and  out  of 
Pleasant  Hill  over  the  K.  0.,  Clinton  &  Springfield  R.  R.  is  very  light, 
service  being  over  a  branch  from  Raymore  Junction,  a  distance  of 
about  nine  miles. 


March  11 — The  following  letter  was  written  to  Mr.  A.  W.  Dickin- 
son, General  Superintendent  Missouri  Pacific  railway  : 

Hon.  Mr.  Lane,  member  of  the  Legislature  from  Cass  county,  has  made  com- 
plaint that  passenger  trains  on  the  Missouri  Pacific  line  will  not  stop  to  receive 
passengers  at  Ore,  some  seven  miles  south  of  Pleasant  Hill.  He  states  that  this 
causes  considerable  inconvenience  at  times,  and  hopes  that  arrangements  can  be 
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made  so  as  to  accommodate  the  people  at  Ore  and  vicinity.  I  am  instructed  by  the 
Commissioners  to  request  that  if  it  can  be  done,  directions  be  given  so  that  one 
train  per  day  may  stop  at  Ore,  when  signaled,  to  take  on  passengers. 

March  14 — The  following  reply  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  March  13,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Department,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir — Am  just  in  receipt  of  ycur  communication  of  11th  inst.,  advising 
that  Hon.  Mr.  LaDe,  member  of  the  Legislature  from  Cass  county,  has  made  com- 
plaint that  passenger  trains  on  our  line  will  not  stop  to  receive  passengers  at  Ore, 
and,  in  reply,  beg  to  advise  that  that  gentlemen  must  have  been  misinformed,  as 
station  named  is  now  a  flag  stop  for  our  passenger  trains,  Nos.  301,  302  and  303. 

Yours  truly, 

A.  W.  Dickinson. 


April  25 — The  following  was  received  : 

Keytesville,  Mo.,  April  18,  1893. 
Hon.  T.  J.  Hennessey,  Pres.  Bd.  R.  R.  Com. ,  Jeff.  City,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir— Our  citizens  desire  to  take  steps  by  which  to  cause  the  fast  Wabash 
passenger  train,  now  not  doing  so,  to  make  regular  stops  at  Keytesville.  You  are 
aware  of  the  fact  that  Keytesville  is  the  county  seat,  but  the  corporation  .  limits 
does  not  take  in  the  depot  and  grounds. 

Please  advise  us  as  to  the  proper  mode  of  procedure,  and  whether  or  not  the 
move  may  be  accomplished  without  extending  the  corporation. 

Yours  etc., 

J.  B.  Dameron,  Ed.  Signal. 

Answered  on  same  day  as  follows : 

*  *  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  there  is  no  law  requiring  railroad 
companies  to  stop  all  their  trains  at  county  seats  or  other  stations  on  their  lines. 

Bills  to  that  effect  have  been  introduced  in  the  Legislature.from  time  to  time, 
but  failed  to  pass. 

The  Commissioners  have  no  authority  in  the  matter. 


May  16 — The  following  was  received: 

Kingsville,  Mo.,  May  15,  1893. 

Railroad  Commissioners: 

Dear  Sirs— I  drop  you  a  few  lines  in  regard  to  '.railroad  accommodations  here. 
We  have  a  population  of  about  400  and  a  fine  farming  community  surrounding  the 
town,  and  two  other  country  stores  that  receive  their  freight  here,  and  the  receipt 
of  the  railroad  company  from  a  *town  of  this  size  is  above  the  average  ;  and  if  the 
people  of  this  community  want  to  go  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  must  go  the  day  before 
to  do  any  business,  and  remain  in  the  city  two  nights  before  they  can  return,  as 
both  of  night  trains  make  no  stop  here,  and  passenger  trains  tfeat  go  west  in  the 
morning  do  not  stop  here  ;  so  if  we  want  to  go  west  we  must  go  on  the  evening 
train  at  5  :  22  p.  m . ,  which  is  very  poor  accommodation  for  any  one  that  wants  to 
go  west  and  return  the  same  day. 

We  have  petitioned  the  railroad  superintendent  time  and  again,  but  failed  to 
be  recognized  in  the  least.   All  we  asked  was  to  make  this  a  flag  station  for  No.  3, 
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that  rung  west  at  5 : 13  a.m.,  and  for  No.  4,  east,  at  10: 18  p.  m.,  so  as  not  to  com- 
pel them  only  to  stop  when  there  are  passengers. 

Hoping  you  will  try  and  have  the  above  request  granted,  and  if  petition  is 
needed  let  me  know  and  I  will  have  a  large  one  forwarded. 

Yours  respectfully, 

D.  M.  CONNELL. 

Answered  May  17,  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  suggest  the 
towns  along  the  line  of  the  Mo.  P.  ITy,  from  Sedalia  to  Kansas  City,  unite  in  a 
petition  to  the  management  of  that  road,  asking  for  an  accommodation  train  to  leave 
Sedalia  in  morning,  and  returning  from  Kansas  City  in  evening.  This  petition, 
forwarded  to  this  office,  would  [be  approved  by  the  Commissioners  and  sent  to  the 
Mo.  P.  officials.  The  Commissioners  think  the  arrangement  proposed  would  be  a 
very  convenient  one  for  the  public,  as  well  as  remunerative  to  the  company.  It  is 
not  probable  the  management  would  consent  to  the  stopping  of  fast  trains  as  pro- 
posed by  you. 

May  24 — The  following  was  received : 

Pilot  Knob,  Mo.,  May  23,  1893. 
To  the  Honorable  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— Will  you  kindly  inform  me  as  to  the  law  in  regard  to  the  main- 
tenance of  a  railroad  depot  where  there  is  a  sufficient  numbsr  of  citizens  to  justify 
same. 

Pilot  Knob,  with  a  population  of  more  than  500,  and  up  to  a  few  months  ago 
had  a  regular  agent,  and  the  railroad  company,  much  to  the  inconvenience  of  our 
citizens,  have  closed  up  the  depot.  As  no  regular  trains  stop  here,  the  citizens  of 
this  place  have  to  go  to  fronton  to  board  trains  and  receive  freight,  although  we 
have  a  No.  1  passenger  and  freight  depot. 

Is  there  any  law  by  which  the  I.  M.  R.  R.  Co.  can  be  compelled  to  give  us 
such  accommodation  as  is  accorded  to  other  towns  of  even  less  population  ?  Please 
inform  me  at  the  earliest  convenience  what  course  to  pursue  in  the  matter. 

Very  respectfully, 

Wm.  Steffins. 

Answered  May  31,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  The  law  does  not  specifically  require  that  passenger  stations  be 
maintained  anywhere  excepting  at  intersections  of  railroads. 


May  23— A  petition  from  citizens  of  Jefferson  City  was  handed 
the  Board,  requesting  that  it  be  forwarded  to  General  Manager  Chap- 
pell,  with  such  indorsement  as  the  Commissioners  might  choose  to  add, 
the  petition  being  for  a  change  in  time  of  departure  of  passenger  train 
from  Cedar  City. 

The  petition  was  enclosed  to  Mr.  Chappell  with  the  following  letter : 

The  accompanying  petition  has  been  handed  us  with  the  request  that  we  for- 
ward the  same  to  you  with  such  indorsement  as  we  might  lind  proper  to  add.  We 
approve  to  the  fullest  extent  the  application  for  a  change  in  the  time  of  departure 
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of  passeDger  trains  from  Cedar  City  from  present  schedule  time  to  that  previously 
in  force.  We  are  satisfied  that  the  present  arrangement  is  not  for  the  best  inter- 
ests of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Company,  whilst  we  know  it  to  be  in  the 
highest  degree  inconvenient  and  unsatisfactory  for  the  traveling  public  and  to  busi- 
ness men  along  the  line  of  the  South  branch.  We  earnestly  hope  you  may  see 
proper  to  direct  that  the  old  schedule  be  restored  without  delay. 

Chicago,  May  30,  1S93. 
James  HardiDg,  Esq.,  Sec'yR.  R.  and  Warehouse  Corn's,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — I  beg  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  communication  from  the  Rail- 
road and  Warehouse  Commission,  inclosing  petition  from  citizens  of  Jefferson  City 
regarding  the  recent  change  in  time. 

In  reply  I  beg  to  say  this  arrangement  was  brought  about  to  give  better  facili- 
ties for  the  live-stock  shippers  of  Missouri  doing  business  over  the  Chicago  &  Alton 
R.  R.  to  reach  Chicago  with  their  stock.  The  arrangement  seems  to  be  very  satis- 
factory indeed  to  everybody  on  our  main  line. 

So  far  as  the  business  of  Jefferson  City  is  concerned,  it  is  so  small  that  we  can- 
not afford  to  discommode  all  other  parts  of  our  line^in  Missouri  to  accommodate 
that. 

We  will,  however,  on  our  next  card,  try  to  compromise  the  matter  by  leaving 
Cedar  City  with  No.  139  at  7  or  7:15  a.  m.  This  is  the  best  we  can  do  under  the 
circumstances. 

You  must  remember  that  the  business  of  the  South  branch  between  Mexico 
and  Cedar  City  does  not  anywhere  near  pay  the  cost  of  operating,  and  certainly 
under  these  circumstances  people  living  along  that  branch  cannot  expect  us  to  do 
as  much  as  we  would  do  where  the  business  was  a  paying  one. 

*      Yours  truly, 

C.  H.  Chappell, 

General  Manager. 

The  matter  was  satisfactorily  adjusted  by  Mr.  Chappell. 


July  12 — The  following  letter  was  written  Mr.  Chappell : 

The  Commissioners  deem  it  their  duty  to  again  call  your  attention  to  the 
present  very  unsatisfactory  passenger  service  on  the  Louisiana  &  Missouri  River 
R.  R.  between  Cedar  City  and  Mexico,  and  to  urge  upon  you  the  propriety  of  re- 
establishing the  passenger  service  upon  that  line  as  in  force  in  May,  1^93. 

The  Commissioners  are  satisfied  that  the  present  arrangement  is  inconvenient 
and  very  unsatisfactory  to  the  large  majority  of  the  patrons  of  the  line  referred 
to,  and  that  your  own  interests  will  be  ei  hanced  by  the  proposed  change  ;  and  be- 
lieving that  the  public  interest  and  welfare  demand  it,  they  most  earnestly  recom- 
mend that  the  change  in  the  passenger  train  service  as  above  suggested  be  made 
at  the  earliest  possible  day.  Enclosed  herewith,  please  find  ci»py  of  paper  filed  in 
this  office  yesterday,  which  is  but  a  sample  of  complaints  constantly  coming  to 
the  Board. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 
With  the  above  letter  was  enclosed  a  copy  of  the  following  letter : 
R  R  c — 24 
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Fulton,  Mo. ,  July  1,  1S93. 
To  the  Honorable,  The  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Com'rs  of  the  State  of  Missouri, 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 
Gentlemen— In  behaif  of  the  patrons  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railway  residing 
in  Callaway  county,  Missouri,  we  beg  to  call  your  attention  to  the  unsatisfactory 
service  given  by  said  railway  company  on  that  portion  of  said  road  running  from 
Mexico,  Mo.,  to  Cedar  City,  Mo.    We  are  constrained  to  believe  that  said  people 
are  entitled  to  some  cons  deration  in  this  matter,  and  we  hope  that  your  Honor- 
able Board  will  at  once  adopt  prompt  and  vigorous  measures  for  their  proper  relief . 

It  may  not  be  amiss  to  indicate  to  your  Board  that  our  people  recognize  the 
road  referred  to  as  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad,  and  not  the  'South  branch,'  or 
any  other  branch.  The  original  construction  company  built  the  road  from  Louisi- 
ana, Mo.,  to  Cedar  City,  Mo.,  and  the  people  of  this  (Callaway)  county,  aided  this 
movement  by  issuing  bonds  to  the  extent  of  about  $625,000,  under  the  impression 
without  doubt  of  securing  first-class  passenger  and  freight  accommodations.  Sub- 
sequently, the  C.  &  A.  K.  R.  extended  the  road  from  Mexico  to  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  and  were  pleased  to  dub  that  portion  of  the  road  between  Mexico  and  Cedar 
City  "The  South  branch,"  operating  a  system  of  trains  unfit  for  the  traveling 
public,  and  by  a  time  card  detrimental  to  the  best  interests  of  our  people,  on  said 
last  named  portion  of  their  road.  Under  the  present  regime  on  said  "South 
branch,"  the  so-called  passenger  train  leaves  Cedar  City  about  7:00  a.  m.,  and  only 
a  few  minutes  before  the  Eastern  or  'Past  mail'  could  be  transferred,  thus  depriving 
our  entire  county  of  prompt  mail  facilities,  and  compelling  our  people  to  wait  for 
St.  Louis  papers  (and  New  York  letter  mail)  until  five  hours  after  the  said  papers 
are  sold  in  Kansas  City,  Mo,  (at  least  150  miles  west  from  Cedar  City),  or  perhaps 
any  other  city  in  Mo. 

We  would  further  state  that  the  ^so-called  passenger  train  carries  more  stock 
and  stock-cars  than  the  so-called  freight  train  now  operated  over  said  road  in  said 
county.  The  writer  left  Fulton  on  said  road  a  few  days  since  a  passenger  on  said 
so-called  passenger  train,  said  train  being  held  at  Fulton  long  enough  to  load  two 
cars  of  cattle  ;  proceeding  to  McCredie,  two  cars  of  hogs,  and  again  two  loads  of 
cattle  at  Auxvasse,  arriving  at  Mexico,  detained  one-half  mile  uom  the  depot  unti^ 
the  stock-cars  on  said  train  could  be  transferred.  You  need  not  draw  upon  your 
imagination  to  determine  the  horrible  odors  and  stench  that  filled  a  so-called  pas- 
senger coach  lugging  along  the  rear  end  of  this  long  train  of  stock,  with  the 
thermometer  dallying  around  90°,  and  the  coach  filled  with  ladies  and  children  in- 
haling an  atmosphere  unfit  for  human  beings.  It  will  appear  to  your  Honorable 
Board  that  running  these  mixed  trains  takes  up  much  of  the  timeof  the  conductor 
ard  trainmen,  thus  depriving  and  preventing  any  comfort  they  could  otherwise 
bestow  upoo  a  suffering  traveling  public  on  said  train.  We  believe  that  the 
safety  of  passengers  is  jeopaidized  by  this  arrangement,  and  pray  your  Honorable 
Board  to  require  said  railway  company  to  maintain  and  operate  a  first-class  passen- 
ger train  over  said  railroad,  between  Cedar  City  and  Mexico,  Mo. ,  daily— double 
daily  service  between  said  points  (except  Sundays);  that  said  railroad  be  pro- 
hibited frem  placing  empty  or  loaded  freight,  cattle  or  platform  cars  on  such  pas- 
senger train,  thereby  promoting  the  safety  and  welfare  cf  our  people  and  the  patrons 
of  said  road  ;  giving  the  trainmen  and  employes  on  such  train  proper  time  to  attend 
to  the  comfort  and  safety  of  the  passengers,  and  giving  our  people,  patrons  of  said 
road,  such  rights  and  privileges  as  they  have  a  right  in  common  justice  to  demand. 
We;bave  conferred  with  several  shippers  of  stock  along  said  road,  and  rind  they  are 
not  demanding  the  present  time  card  or  train  service.   Those  stock  shippers  living 
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some  distance  from  the  road  are  compelled  to  drive  their  stock  to  the  station  the 
evening  before,  and  keep  said  stock  in  pens  about  12  hours  before  shipment. 

Our  people  have  exhausted  all  other  means  to  have  proper  and  first-class 
service  over  said  road  (petitions,  prayers,  pleadings,  all  of  no  avail),  hence  appeal 
to  your  Honorable  Board  for  protection,  etc  ,  for  relief  and  an  adjustment  of  the 
runs  that  will  insure  a  first-class  double  daily  service  between  Mexico  and  Cedar 
City  on  said  road,  freed  from  the  dangers,  nuisances  and  delays  incident  to  running 
a  mixed  train,  composed  principally  of  stock  cars  and  third-class  coaches,  at  a 
charge  of  four  cents  per  mile. 

In  conclusion  we  desire  to  assure  your  honorable  body  that  our  people  are  not 
in  any  manner  prejudiced  against  the  said  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Company, 
and  in  testimony  of  this  fact  we  could  submit  a  record  covering  a  period  of  22 
years  since  the  opening  of  said  road  through  said  county,  and  our  people  read  their 
horoscope  in  the  first  headlight  wending  its  way  south  to  Gov.  B.  Gratz  Brown's 
picnic  at  Cedar  City.  Our  complaints  against  the  service  have  at  all  times  been 
presented  to  officials  of  the  road  to  avoid  trouble.  Semi-occasionally  a  high  digni- 
tary appearing  in  our  midst  and  calling  a  meeting  of  our  citizens  to  get  their  con- 
tinued assurance  of  patronage  by  purchasing  St.  Louis  tickets  via  Western  Illi- 
nois (C.  &  A.  route),  time  no  object.  The  record  of  sales  of  tickets  will  show  that 
a  great  majority  of  our  people  have  kept  faith  with  said  agreement,  and  in  return 
have  received  broken  promises  at  the  hands  of  said  company.  Our  infants  have 
become  parents,  and  this  new  generation  seeks  the  relief  denied  our  seniors. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

M.  Fred.  Bell, 

Fulton,  Mo. 

July  24 — The  following  was  received  : 

Chicago,  111.,  July  19,  1893. 
IMr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  W.  H.  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — I  have  your  communication  of  July  12,  enclosing  statement  of  Mr. 
Fred  Bell,  of  Fulton,  Mo.,  regarding  the  service  afforded  the  people  along  our  line 
between  Mexico  and  Cedar  City.  In  ieply,  1  beg  to  say:  The  statements  made 
by  Mr.  Bell  are,  to  a  very  great  extent,  untrue. 

First — He  says  "the  people  recognize  the  road  referred  to  as  the  Chicago  & 
Alton  railroad  and  not  the  South  branch  or  any  other  branch."  The  charter  for 
the  Louisiana  &  Missouri  River  railroad  provides  in  section  22  for  this  branch 
road.  A  copy  of  this  section  I  herewith  enclose.  The  charter  makes  it  a  branch 
line,  and  neither  Mr.  Bell,  nor  any  one  else,  can  make  it  anything  else. 

Second — He  says  4ithe  so-called  passenger  train  leaves  Cedar  City  about  7:00 
a.  m.,  only  a  few  minutes  before  the  eastern  and  fast  mail  can  be  transferred." 
"While  it  is  , true  that  our  train  leaves  Cedar  City  at  7:00  a.  m.,  this  is  forty-five 
minutes  after  the  fast  mail  train  passes  Jefferson  City,  which  would  seem  to  be 
ample  time  to  get  the  newspapers  and* mail  across  the  river  to  our  train.  On  our 
next  card,  however,  we  will  make  the  leaving  time  7:15,  which  will  give  one  hour 
to  transfer  the  mail  and  papers  across  the  river. 

Third— As  regards  the  hauling  of  stock  on  the  passenger  train,  I  would  re- 
spectfully call  the  attention  of  your  Honorable  Commissioner  to  the  history  of  our 
train  service  on  that  branch. 

From  the  time  the  road  was  opened,  in  1872,  until  December  24th,  1882,  the 
whole  service,  both  freight  and  passenger,  was  carried  on  one  train— a  mixed  train 
which  left  Mexico  in  the  morning  and  returned  in  the  evening.  During  the  summer 
of  1882,  when  your  Honorable  Secretary,  Mr.  Harding,  was  Chairman  of  the  Board 


372 


of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  the  Board  asked  us  to  put  on  increased? 
train  accommodations,  representing  that  such  additional  facilities  would,  r,o  doubt, 
increase  the  earnings  to  fully  compensate  the  company  for  the  additional  expense. 

While  we  did  not  entertain  the  same  views  as  to  the  probable  increase  in 
business,  to  meet  the  views  of  the  Commissioners  and  the  people  along  the  line,, 
we  put  on  an  additional  train,  thus  making  two  trains  each  way  daily. 

This  additional  train  did  not  increase  the  business  to  any  appreciable  extent, 
as  shown  by  the  statement  of  earnings  herewith  inclosed  : 


EARNINGS. 


18R1 

1882 
1883 
1884 
1885 
1886 


$50,500  00 
49,700  00 
52,000  00 
53,900  00 
47,000  00 
46,000  00 


1887 


1890 


1892 


$50,000  CO' 
48,000  00 
50,000  0O 
48,000  00 
54,000  00 
61,000  00 


The  earnings  for  1893  were  increased  something  like  $10,000  by  the  building  of 
the  M.,  K.  &  T.  railroad  from  Franklin  to  St.  Charles,  a  large  part  of  the  material1 
being  hauled  over  our  road  to  Cedar  City. 

From  the  time  the  second  train  was  put  on  the  branch,  in  December,  1882, 
until  November,  1889,  the  passenger  train  hauled  all  the  stock  of  the  branch  to 
Mexico.  From  November,  18S9,  until  this  spring,  we,  by  change  of  time,  managed 
to  handle  the  stock  on  the  freight  train,  but  conditions  have  so  changed  that  it  ie> 
utterly  impracticable  to  do  so  now,  and  give  satisfaction  to  the  stock  shippers  in 
Missouri. 

For  many  years  after  our  line  was  extended  to  Kansas  City,  we  used  sixty 
hours  between  Kansas  City  (and  Missouri  stations)  to  Chicago,  with  our  stock 
trains,  stopping  to  feed  at  Roodhouse,  at  quite  an  expense  to  the  shippers.  Grad- 
ually we  have  shortened  up  the  time  until  all  shippers  in  Missouri  demand  that  their 
stock  be  run  through  to  Chicago  without  feeding  and  without  expense.  To  accom- 
plish this,  we  have  arranged  our  present  schedule  of  freight  trains,  and  it  seems 
to  be  the  most  satisfactory  of  any  schedule  that  we  have  ever  had  in  force. 

In  order  to  connect  with  this  train  at  Mexico,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to 
haul  the  South  branch  stock  on  the  passenger  train,  and  we  do  not  believe  that  this 
is  any  serious  detriment  to  the  people  patronizing  our  road  between  Mexico  and 
Cedar  City.  It  is  a  common  practice  to  handle  all  the  freight  (both  stock  and  other 
commodities)  on  mixed  trains,  in  the  states  of  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas  and  Nebraska,, 
where  the  business  of  branch  lines  does  not  warrant  the  running  cf  exclusively 
passenger  trains. 

From  the  figures  given  you  above,  you  will  see  that  the  gross  earnings  from 
freight,  passenger,  mail  and  express  averaged  only  about  $50,000  per  year.  Our 
interest  rental  for  the  Branch  alone  is  $68,500  per  year,  and  the  operating  expenses 
largely  exceed  the  total  earnings. 

You  may  judge  from  this  how  utterly  impossible  it  is  for  us  to  add  any  trains 
on  that  branch.  We  must  utilize  the  trains  already  established  to  the  best  possible 
advantage. 

It  might  be  possible  to  start  both  trains  from  Cedar  City  in  the  morning,  and 
thus  make  this  connection  with  the  stock  train  for  Chicago,  but  this  would  very 
greatly  discommode  the  passenger  business  of  the  branch,  and  the  earnings  from> 
the  passenger  business  are  nearly  twice  as  great  as  that  from  the  freight. 
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At  the  present  time,  we  can  see  no  practical  way  to  take  the  stock  off  the  pas- 
senger train,  which  we  would  be  glad  to  do;  if  we  could  see  any  way  to  do  it. 

The  point  made  by  Mr.  Bell  as  to  the  conductor  being  occupied  in  taking  care 
of  the  live-stock  instead  of  the  passengers,  is  the  veriest  nonsense. 

flis  statement  that  stock  shippers  do  not  demand  this  service  is  untrue,  so  far 
as  I  am  informed.  They  do  demand  the  service,  and  I  think  would  resent  any 
change  from  the  present  arrangement. 

Mr.  Bell  says  4  'our  people  have  exhausted  all  other  means  to  have  proper  and 
first  class  service  from  said  railroad."  This  is  equally  false.  We  never  heard  a 
word  from  anybody  on  this  matter,  except  through  your  Commission. 

Further  on  he  says,  "our  complaints  against  the  service  have  at  all  times 
been  presented  to  officers  of  the  railroad  to  avoid  trouble. "  This  is  again  untrue. 
We  have  had  no  such  complaints  to  my  knowledge. 

In  conclusion,  1  beg  to  say,  we  believe  the  service  now  rendered  on  the  South 
branch  is  f  ir  more  than  any  other  railroad  in  Missouri  would  afford,  under  like 
-circumstances,  namely  :  earning  $50,090  and  spending  $120,000  to  get  it. 

If,  at  any  time  in  the  future,  we  can  eo  adjust  our  trains  to  accommodate  the 
stock  business  along  our  line  of  road,  and  at  the  same  time  keep  the  stock  business 
off*  of  our  South  branch  passenger  trains,  we  should  be  very  glad  to  do  so,  but  we 
see  no  way  at  the  present  time  to  accomplish  this.  Yours  truly, 

C.  H.  Chappell,  General  Manager. 

Sec.  22.  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  same  company  to  mark  out,  locate  and  con- 
struct a  branch  of  its  said  road,  commencing  at  a  point  on  the  line  thereof,  to  be 
selected  by  the  board,  not  further  east  than  the  town  of  Bowling  Green,  in  Pike 
county,  and  running  hence  by  the  most  practicable  and  advantageous  route  to  any 
point  on  the  Missouri  river,  between  the  town  of  St.  Aubert,  in  Osage  county,  and 
the  city  of  Boonville,  in  Cooper  county.  Said  branch  road  shall  be  known  and 
designated  as  the  South  branch  of  the  Louisiana  and  Missouri  River  railroad,  and 
all  subscriptions  to  the  capital  stock  of  said  company  intended  to  be  used  in  the 
construction  of  said  branch  shall  be  made  in  separate  books,  opened  under  the 
direction  of  the  board  at  such  places  as  may  be  selected  for  that  purpose.  Such 
subscriptions  shall  specifically  designate  the  objects  for  which  they  are  made,  and 
part  of  the  funds  paid  thereon  shall  be  used  in  the  construction  of  the  main  line  of 
said  road,  but  shall  be  faithfully  applied  to  the  building  of  such  branch,  and  the 
•said  company,  by  the  votes  of  a  majority  of  all  the  members  of  the  board  of  direc- 
tors, shall  have  the  power  to  mark  out,  locate  and  construct  such  other  branch 
Toads  as  it  may  deem  necessary,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  section,  so  far  as 
they  are  not  exclusively  applicable  to  the  South  Branch  of  said  railroad. 

The  Commissioners  have  no  power  regarding  the  train  service  of 
railroads  in  Missouri,  excepting  in  eases  where  the  condition  of  the 
track  renders  it  necessary  that  speed  of  trains  be  reduced  or  trains  be 
discontinued.  The  law  does  not  regulate  the  running  of  trains,  either 
^as  regards  speed  or  number. 

Subsequent  to  foregoing  petition  the  following  was  filed  ( Aug.  2, 
1893),  its  object  being  the  same  as  referred  to  in  foregoing: 

To  the  honorable  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Missouri : 

We,  the  undersigned  stock-shippers  and  patrons  of  the  "  South  branch  "  of 
Chicago  &  Alton  railroad,  understanding  that  there  is  a  movement  to  have  said 
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railroad  company  change  the  running  of  trains  back  to  the  old  time  of  leaving- 
Cedar  City  and  arriving  in  Mexico. 

We  would  respectfully  suggest  that  the  present  time  of  trains  over  said  road 
we  much  prefer,  as  by  said  arrangement  we  are  able  to  get  in  the  markets  with  our 
stock,  etc.,  early  next  morning  after  shipping  (that  is  in  time  for  that  maiket)- 
Under  the  old  arrangement  we  could  not  do  so,  and  on  that  account  had  to  pay- 
additional  feed  bill,  loss  of  time  and  extra  shrinkage  on  stock. 


August  23,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Splitlog,  Mo.,  August  23,  1893. 
Messrs.  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — I  present  herewith  a  petition  of  the  citizens  of  this  vicinity,  request- 
ing your  honorable  body  to  look  after  those  facts  set  forth  in  the  petition,  and  advise 
us  in  regard  to  the  matter.  Yours  respectfully, 


To  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Missouri.: 

The  undersigned  citizens  of  town  of  Splitlog  and  vicinity,  county  of  McDonald,. 
State  of  Missouri,  would  respectfully  represent  that  the  public  convenience  and 
wants  require  '.that  the  Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  &  Gulf  railroad,  running  from 
Wade,  Mo.,  to  Splitlog,  Mo.,  be  held  where  it  is  and  operated  by  running  trains 
daily,  except  Sunday,  for  the  good  and  general  welfare  of  this  town  and  surround- 
ing country.  As  the  aforesaid  company  has  stopped  running  trains  from  Wade, 
Mo.,  to  Splitlog,  Mo.,  has  caused  much  damage  to  the  town  of  Splitlog  and  sur- 
rounding country.  Your  petitioners  would,  therefore,  ask  that  your  honor  would 
see  that  this  company  go  according  to  the  laws  in  such  cases,  as  shown  by  the 
statutes  of  the  State  and  terms  of  charter. 


Thos.  Northern, 

J.  T.  Johnson, 

W.  R.  McBride  &  Son, 

E.  E  Jones, 

J.  M.  Pratt, 

E.  T.  Boyd, 

Robt  Dyer, 

Ambrose  Fry, 

C.  W.  Lewis, 

J.  R.  Henderson, 

James  E.  Moore, 

M.  V.  Harrison, 

Jacob  Maddox,  Jr., 

J.  S.  Wilson, 


J.  S.  Kay, 

Wallace  Northen  &  Co. 

W.  S.  McBride, 

J.  T.  Atkinson, 

Wm.  Y.  Palmer, 

R.  R.  Buckner, 
S.  K.  Dyer, 
G.  Madddox, 
Jacob  Madox, 

D.  V.  Hamilton, 
A.  l.SchuIz  &  Son, 

E.  G  Gant  &  Son, 
J.  S.  Jones, 

L.  D.  Wilkereon. 


Timothy  Spencer. 


Splitlog,  Mo.,  August  8,  1893. 


D.  Thrasher, 

B.  Winton, 
W.  H  Horton, 

C.  Michael, 
M.  L.  Hager, 
W.  A.  Brock, 
CM.  Swank, 
B.  F.  Allen, 
J.  S.  Wimpev, 
David  Holliday, 
Benjamin  Thrasher, 


W.  II.  Spencer, 

Burton  &  Campbell,  gen'l  mdse.  dealers. 
J.  I  Wentz, 
C.  M.  Paul, 


M.  A  Billings, 
Oliver  Billings, 
A.  B.  Greenlee, 
T.  J.  Shadwick, 
I.  B.  Spencer, 


Fred  S.  Moss, 
H.  L.  Thrasher, 
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G.  W.  Friend, 

J.  E.  Smith, 

B  S.  McRae, 

A.  C.  Bennett, 

J.  C  Marker, 

M  S.  Nutting, 

J.  U  Mitchell, 

W.  H.  Alexander, 

John  Winton, 

J.  H.  Wimpey, 

L.  W.  Simpkins, 

J.  W.  Love, 

William  Garner, 

Lee  Campbell, 

S  C.  Roberts, 

J  A.  Husted, 

J.  Thrasher, 

W.  H.  Lott, 

J.  M.  Gwin, 

W.  T.  West, 

S.  Bena, 

George  Brightman 

James  Macanley, 

L  M .  Peterson, 

D.  Roberts, 

CD.  Wimpey, 

A.  0.  Bouman, 

H  A.  Herring, 

L.  A.  Bouman, 

M  R.  Bullis, 

W.  B  Green, 

J.  T  Madden, 

Ed  Haas, 

J.  N.  Lafon, 

Chas.  Haas, 

J.  A.  Nutting, 

R.  M.  Hawley, 

H.  C.  Hall, 

L.  Maynard, 

S.  J.  Divine, 

C.L  Mitchell, 

E  H.  Sage, 

U  N.  Spencer, 

S.  K  Roberts, 

Frank  Williams, 

G.  W.  Lvnn, 

W.  T  Cunningham, 

W.  M.  Yocom, 

W  H.  Yocom, 

Robert  Nance, 

William.  M.  Herring, 

Ben  Posey, 

I.  T  Stewart, 

C.  Wood, 

John  W.  Thompson, 

I  P.  Spears, 

J  W.  Atha, 

J.  W.  Vermillion, 

A.  A.  Thomas, 

Timothy  Spencer. 

Answered  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  The  Board  has  no  authority  in  matters  such  as  you  pre- 
sent. YTour  proper  proceeding  would  be  by  civil  action  in  the  circuit  court.  After 
consultation  with  a  competent  attorney  you  can  better  decide  as  to  your  action. 


September  28 — the  following  was  received  : 

Farber,  Mo.,  September  27,  1893. 
To  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sirs— At  the  request  of  the  citizens  of  our  town  and  vicinity,  [  write  you 
in  regard  to  what  we  have  considered  here  a  discrimination  by  the  Chicago  &  Alton 
Railroad  Company  in  the  way  of  not  stopping  their  night  trains  here  for  the  accom- 
modation of  passengers,  as  they  have  been  doing  up  to  and  within  last  month  or  so. 
We*are  located  on  this  road  about  20  miles  east  of  Mexico,  Mo.,  our  county  seat  , 
and  in  going  to  and  from  our  county  seat  we  have  been  having  the  privilege  of 
coming  home  on  the  night  of  the  same  day  that  we  went;  and  according  to  an 
order  the  company  made  something  over  a  month  ago,  ordering  their  night  trains 
to  not  stop  at  this  place  for  passengers,  when  we  g3  to  Mexico  one  day  we  cannot 
get  back  until  the  next  day  in  the  evening;  all  of  which  makes  it  very  inconvenient 
for  us  on  account  of  not  having  the  privilege  of  this  night  train,  and  which  they 
do  stop  at  all  other  stations  for  the  accommodation  of  passengers. 

We  have  respectfully  petitioned  the  company  against  this  since  the  order 
was  made,  but  they  do  not  seem  to  be  inclined  to  grant  our  petition,  and  if  they 
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treated  all  other  stations  the  same  way,  we  would  not  consider  it  in  the  way 
of  discriminating,  and  after  looking  over  sections  2330  to  2636  inclusive,  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  of  1889,  we  consider  they  have  not  the  right  to  do  so,  and  that 
our  complaint  should  be  made  to  you  in  the  matter.  Hoping  that  you  will  give 
this  your  attention,  I  am  yours  in  behalf  of  the  citizens  of  Tarber  and  vicinity. 

Respectfully, 

A.  E.  Jenkins. 

Answered  September  28,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  The  matter  is  one  over  which  the  Commissioners  have  no 
control.  If  matter  were  taken  into  the  courts  the  railroad  company  would  have  to 
show  that  their  rule  under  which  trains  pass  Farber  without  stopping  was  a  rea- 
sonable one  and  not  discriminating. 


December  16 — The  following  was  received: 

Pleasant  Hill,  Mo.,  December  15.  1893. 
James  Harding,  Secretary,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — In  company  with  Mayor  Young  I  called  on  you  last  spring  in  regard 
to  the  running  of  trains  into  our  city  by  the  Kansas  City,  Clinton  &  Springfield 
R.  R.  Shortly  afterward  the  company  began  running  a  daily  train,  but  lately  they 
have  taken  it  off  and  are  now  running  one  regular  train  per  week.  We  wish  again 
to  ask  your  co-operation  in  bringing  about  the  running  of  a  daily  train  as  required 
by  law.  We  think  it  would  greatly  aid  us  if  you  would  at  once  notify  the  company 
that  they  must  comply  with  the  law,  and  we  will  take  such  other  action  as  our 
legal  adviser  thinks  best,  but  think  that  if  your  Board  will  demand  a  daily  train 
service  of  the  company  it  may  not  be  necessary  to  do  anything  further.  Thanking 
you  in  advance  for  your  assistance,  I  am,  Yours  truly, 

Geo.  N.  Dunn. 

*****  The  matter  of  which  you  complain  will  be  at  once  referred  to 
the  management  of  the  road  complained  of,  with  recommendation  that  daily  ser- 
vice be  resumed.  The  law  governing  this  matter  is  vague  and  lacking  in  penalty. 
Section  2622,  R.  S.  1889,  provides  that  railroads  shall  stop  at  least  one  train  daily 
to  receive  and  unload  freight  at  all  cities  and  towns  on  the  lines  of  such  railroads 
having  a  population  of  two  hundred  inhabitants  or  more ;  but  the  penalty  pre- 
scribed in  section  2618,  and  the  only  penalty  which  can  in  any  way  apply  to  section 
2622,  is  a  fine  of  $25  to  be  recovered  by  civil  action  by  complainant.  Penalty  is  not 
cumulative.  The  Commissioners  have  no  authority  to  order  or  regulate  the  run- 
ning of  trains  in  cases  of  defective  track  or  bridges. 
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TRACK  SCALES  AND  WEIGHING  OF  GRAIN. 

January  18,  1893 — The  following  was  received: 

Pleacant  Hill,  Mo  ,  January  17,  1893. 
Hon.  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City ,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sirs— In  the  year  1869  our  city  voted  $15,000  bonds  in  aid  of  the  building 
of  the  Lawrence  brancb  of  the  Pacific  railroad,  on  which  we  are  paying  interest. 

This  branch  is  now  operated  by  the  Kansas  City,  Clinton  &  Springfield  Rail- 
way Co.  For  many  years  they  have  refused  to  operate  this  branch.  They  simply 
run  an  engine  or  a  short  train  once  per  week,  or  at  longer  intervals,  thus  working 
to  our  injury  as  a  business  omminity  in  not  giving  U3  competing  lines  to  the 
markets.  What  is  our  remedy  in  this  matter?  Would  also  call  your  attention  to 
the  neglect  of  the  Mo.  P.  R.  R.  Co.  in  neglecting  to  conply  with  the  law  in  not 
placing  track  scales  at  this  station,  shipping  50,000  or  more  bushels  of  grain. 
Your  attention  to  these  matters  will  be  appreciated  by  our  community. 

Respectfully, 

A.  W.  Young,  Mayor. 

January  21— Matter  was  referred  to  C.  A.  Parker,  F.  T.  Manager, 

in  letter  as  foillows: 

Complaint  is  made  by  Hon.  A..  W  Young,  Mayor  of  Pleasant  Hill,  Mo.,  of 
the  neglect  of  the  Mo.  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  section 
2621,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri.  18S9,  which  requires  that  all  stations  where 
shipments  of  grain  shall  have  amounted  during  the  previous  year  to  50,000  bushels 
or  more,  scales  shall  b3  provided  for  the  weighing  of  grain  in  car  loads.  Mr. 
Young  states  that  shipments  of  grain  from  Pleasant  Hill  exceed  50,000  bushels 
per  year.  Please  give  this  matter  your  attention  and  favor  this  office  with  an  early 
reply. 

January  25,  1893  —The  following  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  January  24,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  K.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 
Dear  Sir— I  beg  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  kind  favor  of  January  21st, 
directing  my  attention  to  the  statutory  obligation  of  our  co  npany  to  provide  scales 
at  Pleasant  Hill,  Mo. ,  for  the  weighing  of  grain.  Have  handed  your  letter  to  our 
Assistant  General  Manager.  Mr.  Geo.  C.  Smith,  who  will  without  doubt  give  the 
matter  prompt  attention.    Thanking  you  for  bringing  the  matter  to  my  notice, 

I  am,  yours  respectfully, 

C.  A.  Parker, 
Freight  Traffic  Manager. 

Subsequent  to  receipt  of  above  letter  Mr.  Young  withdrew  that 
portion  of  the  complaint  filed  January  18,  relating  to  track-scales,  and 
matter  was  dismissed  in  that  regard. 
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March  3,  1893 — The  following  letter  was  mailed  to  S.  B.  Crancer 
Gen'ISup't,  etc.  : 

Your  attention  is  hereby  called  to  the  provisions  of  section  2621,  Revised 
Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889,  requiring  that  track  scales  for  weighing  grain  in  car- 
loads be  put  in  and  maintained  at  all  railroad  stations  in  this  S.ate  where  the  grain 
shipments  of  any  railroad  amount  to  50,000  bushels  per  year.  It  is  represented  to 
the  Commissioners  that  at  Canton,  Mo.,  the  grain  shipments  largely  exceed  the 
minimum  prescribed  by  law,  and  that  no  track  scales  are  provided,  whilst  the  in- 
terests of  the  shippers  require  them.  The  Commissioners  recommend  that  the 
requirements  of  the  law  be  complied  with  by  your  putting  in  track  scales  at  Canton 
without  delay. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 


Sept.  23,  1893— The  following  letter  was  mailed  Mr.  J.  0.  Crane, 
Exeter,  Mo.,  in  reply  to  his  letter  complaining  of  shortage  in  weight  of 
wheat  shipped  in  bulk  car-loads  : 

*  *  *  *  *  x  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  are  doing 
everything  in  their  power  to  correct  the  evil  of  which  you  complain,  and  have  ar- 
ranged for  track  scales,  on  which  all  grain;  in  car-loads  will  be  weighed  before 
going  to  warehouse,  and  empty  car  weighed  on  same  scale.  This  plan  should  in- 
sure the  shipper  his  full  weight  of  grain  shipped,  provided,  of  course,  same  is 
shipped  in  tight  cars. 

Sept.  14, 1893 — The  following  circular  was  addressed  to  the  manag- 
ing officers  of  railroad  lines  interested  in  weighing  of  grain  at  St.  Louis 
and  Kansas  City  : 

Sept.  14,  1893. 

 R'y  Co  : 

Dear  Sirs— The  Commissioners  having  had  careful  test  in  the  weighing  of 
grain,  find  too  great  a  discrepancy  in  weights  as  shown  by  track  scales  and  hopper 
scales,  and  are  convinced  that  tne  most  satisfactory  method  of  weighing  grain  is 
by  track  scales.    They  therefore  recommend  that  your  company  provide  track 

scales  for  such  weighing  at  convenient  to  elevators  to  which  your  tracks 

may  extend. 

By  order  of  the  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Very  respectfully. 

•   ,  Secretary. 

To  this  letter  the  following  replies  were  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  September  16,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Sec?y  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  General — [  beg  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  yours  of  the  14th  instant,  statr 
ingthat  the  Commissioners  recommend  that  the  K.  C.  F.  S.  &  M  R.  R.  Co.  provide 
track  scales  for  weighing  grain  in  connection  with  the  elevators  on  our  tracks. 
We  have  track  scales  where  such  grain  can  be  weighed,  but  it  strikes  me  that  the 
Commissioners  have  arrived  at  a  singular  conclusion,  inasmuch  as  hopper  scales 
are  supposed  to  weigh  with  absolute  accuracy,  while  the  conditions  of  weather 
affect  the  weighing  on  track  scales.  Yours  truly, 

Gko.  H,  Nettlkton,  President. 
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St.  Louis,  September  18,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— I  beg  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  communication  dated  Septem- 
ber 14,  containing  request  from  tbe  Board  that  tbi3  company  provide  track-scales 
for  weighing  of  grain  convenient  to  elevators  to  which  our  tracks  may  ex  end. 

In  reply,  I  would  say  that  the  management  will  issue  instructions  to  provide 
two  sets  of  track  scales  at  St.  Louis  elevators  f)r  the  purpose  of  complying  with  the 
wishes  of  the  Board.  Yours  truly, 

W.  B.  Doddridge,  General  Manager. 

St.  Louis,  September  21,  1893. 
Jas.  Harding,  E?q.,  Secretary  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City : 

Dear  Sir— Replying  to  your  favor  of  September  19,  on  the  subject  of  location 
of  track  scales  at  St.  Louis  elevators,  I  have  directed  H.  G.  Clark,  General  Super- 
intendent, who  has  charge  of  location,  to  place  himself  in  communication  with  the 
Board,  appointing  a  date  at  which  it  will  be  convenient  for  him  to  give  the  matter 
his  attention,  at  which  time  the  Commissioners  can  be  present. 

Yours  truly, 

W.  B.  Doddridge,  General  Manager. 

November  3,  1893—  The  following  letter  was  mailed  to  Mr.  J.  C. 
Crane,  Exeter,  Mo. : 

1  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  only  remedy  for  the  evil  of  which  you  com- 
plain is  by  weighing  on  arrival  on  track  scales.  The  Missouri  Pacific  company 
has  arranged  to  put  in  these  scales  on  their  tracks,  and  the  St.  Louis  &  San  Fran- 
cisco company  will  build  an  elevator  the  coming  spring  which  will  be  provided 
with  track  scales.  Your  complaint  will  be  referred  to  Chief  Inspector  O'Shea  at 
St.  Louis,  for  investigation  and  report. 

November  7,  1893 — The  following  was  received: 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Oct.  30,  1893. 
T.  J.  Hennessey,  Chairman  Railroad  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City ,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— At  a  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Commercial  Exchange 
held  this  morning,  the  enclosed  report  was  adopted,  and  the  Secretary  instructed 
to  transmit  to  you  a  copy  of  the  same,  and  ask  you  to  present  the  matter  to  the 
railroad  officials,  and  request  their  compliance  therewith. 

Yours  very  respectfully, 

Wm.  D.  Charde,  Sec'y. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Oct.  30,  1893. 
To  the  Hon.  Board  of  Directors,  Commercial  Exchange,  City: 

Gentlemen— Your  special  committee,  appointed  to  investigate  the  alleged 
shortages  in  weights  of  grain  unloaded  at  Kansas  City,  make  the  following  report : 

We  are  informed  that  similar  complaints  were  made  about  the  weights  at  St. 
Louis  elevators,  and  the  Missouri  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  investigated 
the  matter  very  thoroughly,  and  as  a  result  they  requested  railroad  companies  to 
put  in  track  scales  at  the  elevators,  at  the  expense  of  the  railroads,  and  the  work 
of  putting  in  the  track  scales  is  now  under  way.  Your  committee,  in  view  of  this 
action  at  St.  Louis,  hereby  recommend  that  the  Board  of  Directors  request  the 
several  railroads  entering  Kansas  City  to  put  in  track  scales  at  the  elevators  here 
in  the  same  manner  as  they  are  being  put  in  at  St.  Louis,  the  expense  to  be  borne 
by  the  railroad  companies.  N.  P.  Simonds, 

[Signed]  Z.  O.  Smith, 

Alfred  Hertz. 
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November  7 — The  following  letter  was  mailed  Mr.  W.  D.  Oharde, 
Secretary,  Kansas  City,  Mo. : 

*****  X  am  instructed  to  request  that  you  inform  this  office  as  to  the 
different  railroads  having  tracks  to  elevators  in  Kansas  City,  so  that  the  Commis- 
sioners can  take  up  the  matter  of  track  scales  without  delay. 

November  10,  1893— The  following  was  received: 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  November  9,  1893. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Secretary  Railroad  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— In  answer  to  yours  of  7th  inst.,  requesting  the  names  of  the  different 
roads  having  tracks  at  elevators  in  Kansas  City,  they  are  as  follows:  Missouri 
Pacific;  Kansas  City,  Fort  Scott  &  Memphis  ;  Suburban  Belt;  Chicago  &  Alton. 

Yours  very  respectfully, 

W.  D.  Charde,  Secretary. 

November  16,  1893 — The  following  circular  letter  was  mailed  to 
the  managing  officers  of  the  railroad  lines  concerned  in  the  weighing 
-of  grain  at  Kansas  City : 

Enclosed  herewith  you  will  find  copy  of  report  of  committee  of  the  Com- 
mercial Exchange  of  Kansas  City,  regarding  alleged  shortages  in  the  weights  of 
grain  unloaded  at  that  point. 

The  Commissioners  find  it  to  be  impracticable  to  correctly  certify  to  weights 
of  grain  when  weighed  in  hopper  scale3,  and  are  convinced  that  the  only  satis- 
factory method  of  weighing  is  on  track  scales  on  arrival  at  elevators,  and  to  en- 
sure correct  weights  recommend  that  you  arrange  as  soon  as  practicable  to  have 
proper  track  scales  put  in  on  your  tracks  adjacent  to  elevators  in  Kansas  City,  as 
has  been  and  is  now  being  done  in  St.  Louis. 

Section  2621,  Revised  Statutes  1889,  requires  that  track  scales  be  provided  at 
all  points  where  grain  shipments  amount  to  50,000  bushels  per  year.  The  Com- 
missioners think  that  by  providing  track  scales  at  point  of  delivery,  where  the 
weighing  of  grain  is  done  under  state  supervision,  the  public  interests  will  be  bet- 
ter served  than  in  any  other  way,  and  that  the  true  intent  of  the  law  regarding 
track  scales  will  be  fully  and  satisfactorily  carried  out  by  a  compliance  on  your 
part  with  the  recommendation  herein  contained. 

When  you  are  prepared  to  put  in  scales  as  proposed,  the  Commissioners  will 
be  pleased  to  be  informed  so  that  they  may  advise  regarding  location. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

November  23d,  the  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City.  Mo.,  November  22,  1893. 
Gen.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson 
City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  beg  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  letter  of  November  16th,  same 
being  by  order  of  the  Commissioners,  concerning  the  matter  of  putting  in  track 
scales  for  the  purpose  of  weighing  grain  going  into  the  elevators  on  the  tracks  of 
this  company  at  Kansas  City. 

Our  special  attention  is  called  by  the  Commissioners  to  section  2621,  Revised 
Statutes  1889,  which  provides  that  track  scales  be  provided  at  all  points  where 
grain  shipments  amount  to  50,000  bushels  per  year.  Concerning  this  section  6f  the 
statute  mentioned,  we  are  advised  that  this  evidently  refers  to  the  weighing  of 
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grain  shipped  out  over  a  railroad,  and  does  not  provide  where  the  scales  shall  be 
located,  or  give  any  one  authority  to  require  that  they  shall  be  placed  in  any  partic- 
ular location.  We  have  two  track  scales  in  Kansas  City,  located  so  that  we  can 
readily  weigh  all  grain  shipped  out.  These  scales  are  kept  in  good  condition  and 
are  suitably  located  for  such  use :  i .  e  ,  for  weighing  grain  to  be  shipped  out  over 
our  road. 

We  are  further  advised  that  in  the  Session  Laws  of  1883,  page  183,  Section 
5657rf,  it  is  provided  that  railroad  companies,  at  points  in  the  state  where  state 
grain  inspection  is  established,  shall  provide  suitable  scales  upon  which  all  "grain 
handled  by  thein  and  not  consigned  to  public  warehouses,  but  subject  to  inspec- 
tion, may  be  weighed  as  required  by  this  act,"  and  that  said  scales  shall  be  located 
at  places  to  be  designated  by  the  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commis- 
sioners. This  does  not  apply  to  grain  to  be  placed  in  a  public  warehouse,  nor  do  we 
find  any  other  provisions  of  the  act  in  regard  to  the  inspection  and  weighing  of 
grain  that  seem  to  refer  to  any  grain,  except  such  as  is  shipped  to  or  from  a  public 
warehouse.  Whatever  the  section  may  mean,  it  apparently  does  not  apply  to  grain 
"consigned  to  public  warehouses." 

As  to  grain  so  consigned,  Section  5657c,  same  page,  of  the  acts  of  1883,  pro- 
vides that  persons  doing  a  public  warehouse  business  shall  provide  aLd  maintain 
scales  upon  which  all  grain  tendered  to  them  for  storage  shall  be  weighed,  and  that 
such  scales  shall  be  located  k4at  the  most  convenient  point  upon  the  track  of  some 
railroad  running  into  or  adjoining  such  warehouse."  There  are  other  provisions 
in  the  same  act  in  regard  to  the  providing  of  proper  scales ;  but  it  seems  to  us 
evident  that  the  Legislature  contemplated  that  all  scales  necessary  for  the  weighing 
of  grain  consigned  to  a  public  warehouse,  under  the  grain  inspection  law,  should  be 
furnished  by  the  warehouse  people. 

The  K.  C,  F.  S.  &  M.  R.  R  only  reaches  one  public  grain  warehouse  in  Kan- 
sas City,  which  warehouse  is  also  reached  by  the  Missouri  Pacific  and  the  Wabash 
over  their  own  tracks  or  tracks  controlled  by  them. 

We  have  always  been  disposed,  and  still  are,  to  comply  with  the  suggestions 
of  the  Commission,  but  at  this  time  the  financial  situation  is  such  that  we  fee  I 
unable  to  make  expenditures  not  imperatively  demanded  by  the  exigencies  of  busi- 
ness or  the  requirements  of  law.  Yours  truly, 

Geo.  H.  Nettleton, 

Pres.  and  G.  M. 


December  9,  1893 — The  following  was  received: 

Pleasant  Hill,  Mo.,  Dec.  9,  1893. 
Board  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City.  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— Some  time  since  a  petition  from  the  citizens  of  this  city,  request- 
ing jour  Honorable  Body  to  have  the  Missouri  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  comply 
with  requirements  of  section  2621  R.  S.  Mo.  1889,  in  regard  to  erectirg  and  keep- 
ing scales  at  this  point  for  weighing  grain  by  car-load  lots.  I  would  be  pleased  to 
hear  from  jou  in  regard  to  this  matter.  Yours  truly, 

T.  H.  Cloud,  City  Att'y. 

Answered  as  follows : 

*  *  *  *  The  Commissioners  have  no  authority  to  compel  a  railroad  com- 
pany to  put  in  track  scales  as  required  by  section  2621,  Revised  Statutes  1889,  and 
the  penalty  prescribed  for  a  failure  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  said  section  is 
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that  shippers'  sworn  statements  of  weight  of  grain  shipped  shall  be  taken  as  cor- 
rect, and  the  railroad  company  is  required  to  make  good  any  shortage.  The  pen- 
alty of  one  hundred  dollars  prescribed  in  section  2621  applies  to  violation  of  the 
provisions  of  the  preceding  section.  See  lines  15,  16,  17,  18  and  19,  section  2621, 
page  665,  Vol.  I.  R.  S.  Mo.  1889. 


February  6,  1894 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Chas.  H.  Wynd- 
ham,  Chairman,  etc.,  St.  Joseph,  Mo. : 

*  *  *  The  Commissioners  are  gratified  to  note  that  the  several  railroads  at 
St.  Joseph  are  willing  to  extend  their  assistance  in  establishing  a  state  weighing 
department  there. 

They  are  desirous  of  complying  with  the  application  of  the  grain-dealers  of  St. 
Joseph  for  a  State  weigher  and  assigning  him  to  duty. 

They  consider  the  services  of  such  weigher  to  be  worth  at  least  seventy-five 
dollars  ($75.00)  per  month,  but  if  the  fees  for  weighing  should  not  equal  that 
amount,  they  have  no  fund  from  which  to  make  up  a  deficiency.  They  propose 
that  in  the  event  of  their  appointing  a  weigher  for  St.  Joseph  that  the  grain-dealers 
guarantee  him  a  salary  of  $75  per  month,  the  fees  collected  by  him  to  be  applied,  of 
course,  toward  the  payment  of  such  salary.  If  sufficient  for  the  purpose,  nothing 
will  be  required  from  the  grain-dealers.  If  more  than  sufficient,  the  surplus  to  be 
kept  separate  and  apart  from  other  funds  of  the  grain  department,  and  to  be  ap- 
plied only  in  the  payment  of  the  salary  of  the  weigher.  Should  the  fees  collected 
warrant  it,  such  salary  might  be  increased. 

The  Commissioners  request  that  you  take  prompt  action  on  the  proposition 
herein  contained,  so  that  they  can  make  the  appointment  of  weigher  for  the  St. 
Joseph  district  without  delay. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

No  reply  was  reeeived. 


June  19,  1894 — The  following  was  received: 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  June  18,  1894. 
To  the  Hon.  Board  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  of  Missouri: 

Gentlemen — At  a  special  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Directors'  Commercial  Ex- 
change, Monday,  June  18,  1894,  a  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted  instructing 
the  president  and  secretary  to  petition  your  honorable  body  for  relief  from  the 
present  discriminating,  unfair,  unjust  and  unreasonable  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  various  railroads  terminating  in  and  having  lines  into  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

In  accordance  with  the  action  taken  as  above,  we  therefore  ask  that  such 
speedy  action  be  taken  by  your  honorable  Board  as  wili  cause  the  cancellation  of 
said  rules,  and  the  adoption  of  such  as  will  enable  us  to  make  prompt  settlements 
based  upon  the  actual  weights  of  grain  received  into  elevators  and  transported  by 
the  railroads.    We  therefore  cite  you  the  following: 

First,  the  rules  themselves,  which  are  as  follows : 

Charges  on  grain  received  at  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  and  Kansas,  bo  assessed  on  elevator 
weights  when  shipments  are  consigned  to  or  handled  into  elevators,  when  the  difference  between 
said  elevators  hopper-scale  weights  and  Western  Weighing  Association  track  weights  is  not  more 
than  600  pounds  (except  when  such  arrangements  would  conllict  with  the  State  law) . 
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When  the  difference  is  greater  than  5C0  pounds;  settlement  to  be  made  on  basis  of  track  scale 
weights  and  expense  bill  paid  when  first  presented,  and  that  further  it  is  the  opinion  of  your  com- 
mittee that  each  and  every  ODe  of  the  interested  elevators  be  required  to  give  our  respective  lines 
a  guarantee  that  all  expense  bills  will  be  paid  on  presentation  without  demur. 

Further,  that  where  undercharges  or  overcharges  are  discovered,  in  excess  of  500  pounds 
difference,  elevators  agree  to  accept  aud  pay  such  undercharges,  the  railroads  agree  to  accept  and 
pay  bills  for  proven  overcharges 

Regardless  of  the  protest  of  members  of  this  Commercial  Exchange,  the  above 
rules  have  been  enforced  by  the  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe ;  Chicago,  Rock 
Island  &  Pacific;  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  ;  Kansas  City,  St.  Joseph  and  Council 
Bluffs;  Missouri  Pacific;  Union  Pacific;  Kansas  City,  Fort  Scott  &  Memphis; 
Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  ;  Chicago  Great  Western  ;  Chicago  &  Alton  ;  Chicago,' 
Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  and  Wabash  iailroads,  since  April  3rd,  1S94. 

Second— Such  rules  are  not  in  effect  or  in  force  at  Atchison,  Kansas,  Leaven- 
worth, Kansas,  or  St.  Joseph,  Mo. ,  cities  similarly  situated  to  Kansas  City,  Mo. , 
on  the  Missouri  river. 

Third— Elevator  weights  are  accepted  without  question,  and  freight  based 
upon  same  is  all  that  is  attempted  to  be  collected  by  the  railroads  at  Chicago,  St. 
Louis,  and  other  rival  markets  to  Kansas  City. 

Fourth— The  weights  of  weighmasters  employed  by  the  Commercial  Exchange 
were  accepted  by  the  railroads  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  freight  collected  based  on 
same  without  necessity  of  claims  previous  to  the  appointment  of  state  weigh- 
masters here. 

The  present  rules,  even  under  the  present  small  movement  of  grain,  cause  a 
great  number  of  unnecessary  claims,  and  tie  up  in  the  aggregate  a  large  amount 
of  money;  prevent  quick  settlement  with  country  shippers,  and  consequently  un- 
necessary complaint  against  this  market.  For  example  :  A  few  days  ago  our  trans- 
portation committee  in  less  than  half  an  hour  found  42  unsettled  claims  belonging 
to  16  different  firms,  and  cited  same  to  a  meeting  of  thes'railroad  officials,  and  has 
since  found  that  there  is  not  a  firm  doing  business  in  the  city  that  has  not  at  least 
one  or  more  of  this  nature. 

The  uncertainty  of  track  scale  weights  as  shown  by  Western  Weighing  Asso- 
ciation, is  best  shown  by  the  actual  weights  of  various  cars  and  the  stenciled 
weights  on  such  cars  taken  by  Mr.  J.  D.  Grant,  Chief  Weighmaster  cf  Kansas 
City. 

A  few  examples  are  as  follows  : 


Date. 

Nnmber  and  initial. 

Actual. 

Stencil. 

Difference. 

May  17 

H 

&  S 

t.  J. 

2,578 

21.400 

26.800 

5,400 

Q. 

13,040 

20,750 

26.100 

5,450 

u. 

M 

&  St.  P., 

48,454 

25,350 

29,300 

3,950 

C 

M 

&  St.  P., 

47  022 

25,400 

25,450 

50 

F. 

S  &M 

13,618 

25,850 

26,700 

850 

A. 

T. 

14,018 

22,250 

22,100 

150 

May  19  

A. 

T. 

19,225 

26,300 

26,200 

100 

May  18   

K. 

I 

6,535 

24,750 

24,600 

)50 

May  25  

U. 

P. 

35,908 

21,250 

22,250 

1,000 

May  25  

34,738 

21,100 

21,3(0 

200 

M. 

,  K 

.  &  T. 

6,686 

24,250 

24,400 

150 

The  above  are  only  a  few  examples  taken  from  a  book  on  file  in  Mr.  Grant's 
office,  to  which  we  respectfully  request  that  you  refer  for  further  information. 

We  are  required  by  law  to  accept  as  buyer  and  selier  State  Weighmaster's 
weights  of  grain  in  all  elevators  and  elsewhere  where  such  weighmasters  are  em- 
ployed .    It  is  therefore  due  us  from  the  State  that  the  various  railroads  terminating 
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here  be  required  to  accept,  without  the  necessity  of  any  claim  of  any  kind  what- 
soever, the  weights  as  furnished  by  said  weighmasters  on  all  grain  transported  into 
the  State.  We  therefore  respectfully  ask  that  such  action  be  taken  as  will  bring 
about  this  needed  adjustment.  Vtry  respectullfy, 

Edward  H.  Allen, 
Wm.  D.  Chardb,  Secretary.  President. 
(seal) 

June  20,  1894 — Copy  of  above  was  mailed  to  managing  officers  of 
the  different  railroads  entering  Kansas  City,  and  also  copy  of  order  of 
the  Board,  as  follows: 

City  of  Jefferson,  June  20,  1894. 
Dear  Sir— Enclosed  find  copy  of  resolution  adopted  by  the  Commercial  Ex- 
change of  Kansas  City,  as  the  same  is  on  rile  in  this  office,  to  which  your  attention 
is  requested. 

The  following  order  was  this  day  made  by  the  Board,  to  which  your  atten- 
tion is  also  requested . 

It  is  hereby  ordered  by  the  Board  that  on  and  after  July  1,  1894,  all  weights 
as  made  on  grain  going  into  warehouses  by  the  State  Weighmaster  at  Kansas  City,. 
Mo.,  shall  prevail  in  the  collection  of  all  freights  at  that  point. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

James  Harding,  Secretary. 

July  6,  1894,  the  following  was  received : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.  ,  July  5,  1894. 
To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  State  of  Missouri  : 

Referring  to  the  petition  of  the  Commercial  Exchange  to  your  honorable 
Board,  relative  to  discrimination  against  Kansas  City  grain  maiket  in  the  matter  of 
weights  of  grain  received  at  Kansas  City  elevators  and  warehouses  by  rail. 

We  beg  to  advise  you  that  regardless  of  the  order  issued  by  your  honorable 
Board  effective  July  1,  1894,  requiring  the  railroads  to  accept  and  collect  freight 
charges  on  basis  of  weights  as  furnished  by  the  state  weighmasters,  the  railroads 
referred  to  in  origiDal  petition  still  decline  to  collect  freights  on  basis  of  actual 
weights  as  shown  by  state  weighmasters' certificates,  where  less  than  railroad 
track  scale  weight. 

It  is  important  that  an  early  and  prompt  settlement  of  this  question  be  had, 
otherwise  cur  market  will  be  badly  injured. 

For  further  information  of  your  honorable  Board,  we  hand  you  herewith  the 
statements  of  W.  D.  Charde,  Secretary  Commercial  Exchange,  as  to  the  records  of 
the  Commercial  Exchange,  and  its  predecessor,  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  of  J.  O. 
Bradenbaugh,  manager  of  the  Crescent  elevator,  who  has  been  actually  engaged  in 
the  grain  business  at  Kansas  City  and  in  control  of  various  elevators  here  for  the 
past  feventeen  years. 

We  also  beg  to  submit  below,  as  further  evidence  of  the  unreliability  of  track- 
scale  weights,  comparison  between  the  track-scale  weights  of  the  Western  Weigh- 
ing Association  and  the  weights  of  one  of  our  leading  elevators,  noted  among  both 
railroad  and  elevator  men  as  being  extraordinarily  careful  on  all  questions  of 
weights : 
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Car. 

R  y  wts 

Eiev.  wts. 

Difference. 

252^3- Q  

60,930 

60, 500 

450  short 

1853-Q  

31,600 

31,300 

300  " 

3868 — B.  &  M  

43,600 

43,300 

300  " 

5886— M.  f  

34,200 

33,500 

700  " 

35,050 

33,920 

1130  44 

11950-Q  

53,500 

55,270 

1770  over 

10676— B.  &  M  

62,150 

61,660 

490  short 

13100— M.  P  

27,100 

27.960 

860  over 

26237-  Q  

55,500 

56.580 

1080  " 

9378-B.  &  M  

56.000 

57.120 

1120    ' ' 

2452—1.  M  

25,100 

25.440 

340  " 

8859— M.  P  

24,400 

23,480 

920  short 

The  effect  of  such  weights  with  the  cars  belonging  to  shippers  in  almost  as 
many  parts  of  the  State  as  there  are  cars,  is  readily  understood  by  you,  and  is  re- 
ferred to  in  statement  of  Mr.  Bradenb;iugh. 

This  is  not  a  question  of  interstate  commerce,  but  a  question  wherein  the 
State  of  Missouri,  under  a  statute  now  in  effect,  has  a  right  to  compel  railroads 
bringing  business  into  the  State  to  accept  and  collect  freight  on  the  actual  amount 
of  grain  in  cars  and  no  more,  without  the  necessity  of  claims;  similar  statutes  are 
in  effect  in  other  states  and  have  been  confirmed  by  decisions  of  the  highest  courts. 

While  this  communication  goes  to  you  unofficially  and  as  supplementary  to 
the  original  petition  filed  by  our  President  and  Secretary,  we  have  deemed  it  policy 
to  urge  upon  you  the  necessity  of  as  prompt  and  speedy  action  as  the  law  will 
permit.  Yours  very  respectfully, 

H.  M.  Kirkpatrick, 
Chairman  Transportation  Committee,  Commercial  Exchange. 


Memoranda  relative  to  Crescent  elevator,  furnished  by  J.  O.  Bradenbaugh, 
whohas  been  in  the  grain  business  at  Kansas  City  for  seventeen  years  : 

The  Crescent  elevator  is  not  a  private  elevator ;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  regular 
under  the  Missouri  State  law  and  under  the  rules  of  Commercial  Exchange,  and 
has  furnished  satisfactory  bond  to  each. 

The  Union  elevator  is  also  regular  under  the  Missouri  State  law  and  the  Com- 
mercial Exchange. 

I  can  furnish  hundreds  of  expense  bills  showing  that  elevator  weights  are  used 
as  basis  of  settlement  at  Chicago,  St.  Louis  and  New  Orleans. 

In  caseof  variation  between  railroad  weights  and  Chicago  elevator  weights, 
the  elevator  weights  govern  and  have  for  years. 

All  elevators  at  Kansas  City  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  present  State  law 
were  private  elevators,  up  to  July  1,  1893,  but  were  regular  for  delivery  of  ware- 
house receipts  under  the  Board  of  Trade  rules 

The  railroad  companies  accepted  elevator  weights  at  Kansas  City  without 
question,  to  my  knowledge,  for  sixteen  years,  or  until  about  June  1,  1893. 

There  were  a  few  times  during  tight  money  markets  or  panics  when  they 
collected  freight  before  the  grain  went  to  elevators,  but  corrected  to  elevator 
weights  and  settled  promptly  without  necessity  of  any  claim  whatsoever. 

During  the  sixteen  years  we  had  various  classes  of  weigh-masters.  For  five 
or  six  years  the  weigh-masters  were  employes  of  elevators  only,  subject  to  no 
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board  of  trade  or  state  rules  ;  their  weights  were  accepted  without  question.  The 
remainder  of  the  time,  we  sometimes  had  Board  of  Trade  weigh-masters,  after- 
ward Commercial  Exchange  weigh-masters,  and  for  about  eighteen  months  prior 
to  the  state  taking  charge  of  the  weighing  department,  the  weights  were  furnished 
by  the  Western  Weighing  Association  under  a  contract  with  the  Commercial 
Exchange. 

The  weigh-masters  furnished  by  the  state  at  the  Crescent  elevator  are,  so  far 
as  my  observation  goes,  careful  and  reliable. 

The  construction  of  railroad  track  scales,  the  exposure  to  weather,  and  the 
method  of  weighing,  are  such  that  they  can  never  ba  more  than  approximately 
correct.  The  probabilities  are  that  in  the  course  of  a  year  an  elevator  would  be 
out  no  money  by  accepting  railroad  track  scale  weights  continuously,  but  would 
be  in  hot  water  continuously  with  the  trade,  as  the;shipper  in  the  country  who  had 
a  few  thousand  pounds  overweight  would  in  a  great  many  instances  not  be  the  one 
who  had  the  underweights. 

We  use  elevator  weights  invariably  in  settling  with  country  shippers. 

Last  year  as  an  experiment  I  compared  40  cars  weighed  in  the  Crescent  ele- 
vator with  track-scale  weights  furnished  by  D.  C.  Bridges  of  the  Western  Weigh- 
ing Association.  The  total  difference  was  about  4100  pounds,  or  about  100  pounds 
per  car,  but  there  were  variations  in  some  instances  of  1300  pounds  to  6000  pounds 
per  car.  You  can  readily  see  that  we  could  not  settle  with  country  shippers  on 
track  weights  under  such  conditions. 

J.  O.  Bradenbaugh. 

Kansas  City,  July  3,  1894. 

Statement  of  W.  D.  Charde,  Secretary  of  the  Commercial  Exchange,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  relative  to  elevator  weights  on  grain  received  at  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
elevators. 

From  1867  (when  the  Board  of  Trade  was  first  organized  as  a  trading  body)  to 
1883,  the  weights  of  the  elevators  and  warehouses  were  accepted  by  the  railroads. 

In  1882  the  Board  of  trade  organized  a  weighing  department  and  operated 
same  until  June,  1888,  the  railroad  accepting  the  department  weights,  in  a  goneral 
way,  without  question. 

From  June  28th,  1888,  to  August  21st,  1891,  there  was  no  organized  weighing, 
department.  The  weights  furnished  by  the  elevators  were  accepted  by  the  rail- 
roads. August  21st,  1891,  the  Commercial  Exchange  organized  a  weighing  depart- 
ment and  operated  same  up  to  July  1st,  1892,  the  railroads  accepting  department 
weights.  On  July  1st,  1892.  the  weighing  department  was  turned  over  to  the 
Western  Railway  Weighing  Association,  and  was  operated  by  them  until  July  1st, 
1893,  when  the  state  of  Missouri  assumed  control.  The  weights  of  the  State 
Weighing  Department  were  satisfactory  to  and  accepted  by  the  railroads  up  to 
April  of  this  year.  Since  that  time  the  matter  has  been  in  continuous  controversy 
between  our  members  and  the  railroad  representatives. 

1  do  not  know  officially  of  any  elevators  or  mills  in  Kansas  City,  Mo. ,  using 
at  present  other  than  state  weigh-masters. 

There  are  at  the  present  time  two  elevators,  the  Union  and  the  Crescent, 
which  gave  bond  to  the  State  and  the  Commercial  Exchange  in  the  fall  of  1893,  and 
qualified  as  public  and  regular  elevators.  All  others  are  private.  There  were  no 
public  elevators  prior  to  the  date  on  which  those  named  above  qualiikd. 

Wm.  I).  Ciiardk, 
Secretary  Commercial  Exchange. 

Kansas  City,  July  3,  1S94. 
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Kansas  City,  Mo.,  July  5,  1894. 
'To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  State  of  Missouri, 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— I  have  read  the  statement  of  W.  D.  Charde,  Secretary,  and  J.  O. 
Bradenbaugh,  and  find  them  substantially  correct. 

My  connection  with  the  grain  and  elevator  business  of  this  market  dates  back 
to  1876,  and  during  all  that  time  the  rules  governing  the  payment  of  freights  were 
never  as  onerous  and  unsatisfactory  as  they  are  now  under  the  present  system 
adopted  by  the  railroads.  I  can  emphasize  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Braden- 
baugh, wherein  he  states  to  the  effect  that  the  probabilities  are  that  an  elevator 
would  not  suffer  by  taking  track  weights  for  a  year.  I  have  repeatedly  compared 
large  lines  of  cars  with  track  weights,  and  as  an  average  found  the  track  weights 
calling  for  less  weight  than  did  elevator  weights,  but  the  irregularity  of  these 
track  weights  made  it  extremely  impracticable  to  settle  with  shippers  on  that  basis. 
It  would  simply  be  an  extensive  system  of  robbing  Peter  to  pay  Paul — a  system 
which  can  never  be  made  satisfactory  or  justifiable. 

Yours  very  respectfully, 

H.  M.  Kirkpatrick. 

July  9,  1894 — The  following  citation  was  ordered  and  duly  served 
upon  the  proper  officers  of  the  railroads  entering  Kansas  City  and 
affected  by  the  order  of  the  Board,  June  20,  1894  : 

City  of  Jefferson,  July  9,  1894. 

Dear  Sir— You  are  hereby  notified  to  appear  before  the  Board  of  Railroad  and 
Warehouse  Commissioners  of  Missouri  at  their  office  in  the  City  of  Jefferson,  on 
Friday,  July  20,  1894,  at  9  o'clock  a.  m.,  then  and  there  to  show  cause,  if  any 
there  may  be,  why  a  certain  order  made  by  the  said  Commissioners  June  20,  1894, 
regarding  weights  of  grain  as  made  by  State  weighers  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  has  not 

been  put  in  force  by  the  Company,  and  also  to  show  cause,  if  any  there  may 

be,  why  a  penalty  should  not  be  enforced  against  the  said  Company  for 

failure  to  file  in  the  office  of  the  said  Commissioners  certain  regulations  put  in 
force  about  April  1,  1894,  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  regarding  the  assessment  of  charges 
on  grain  received  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

By  order  of  the  R.  R.  and  W.  H.  Commissioners. 

James  Harding,  Sec'y. 

July  19,  1894 — The  following  was  received : 

St.  Paul,  Minn.,  July  18, 1894. 
Hon.  Board  of  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  of  Missouri: 

Gentlemen — [  beg  to  enclose  herewith  copy  of  Chicago  Great  Western  Ry. 
notice  No.  73,  relating  to  charges  on  grain  at  Kansas  City,  etc.,  variation  between 
elevator  and  track  scale  weights. 

These  are  the  regulations  put  in  force  April  1,  1894,  to  which  you  refer  in 
your  notice  of  July  9,  1894. 

As  our  road  is  engaged  to  a  very  slight  extent  only  in  transporting  grain  into 
Kansas  City,  the  matter  of  weights  at  Kansas  City  has  received  correspondingly 
little  notice  from  this  company,  it  being  left  to  a  considerable  extent  to  the  other 
companies  interested,  to  make  the  necessary  rules  and  regulations  as  is  usual  in 
such  cases. 

lam  informed  that  since  July  1  we  have  hauled  very  few,  if  any,  cars  of 
grain  into  Kansas  City,  and  we  have  therefore  issued  circular  No.  902,  Chicago 
■Great  Western  Railway,  a  copy  of  which  1  enclose,  making  the  same  effective 
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July  1,  and  which  is  in  accordance  with  your  order  of  June  20.  This  cancels  the 
conflicting  portions  of  the  former  notice,  and  is  intended  to  be  an  exact  compliance 
with  your  order  of  June  20. 

I  beg  to  assure  you  that  any  failure  to  comply  with  the  orders  of  your  honor- 
able body  is  due  entirely  to  accident,  and  should  not  be  taken  as  an  attempt,  in  any 
way,  to  act  in  an  independent  manner. 

Yours  truly, 

Sam'l.Stickney, 

Act'gGen.  Manager. 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  June  26,  1894. 
Effective  July  1,  1894,  the  collection  of  freight  charges  on  all  grain  going  into- 
warehouses  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  shall  be  made  on  basis  of  the  weights  as  de- 
termined by  the  State  Weighmaster. 

In  case  the  State  Weighmaster  shall  fail  to  weigh,  track  scale  weights  as 
made  by  the  Western  Railway  Weighing  Association  shall  govern. 

This  cancels  conflicting  portions  of  C.  G.  W.  notice  No.  73,  dated  March  30,. 
1894.  P.  C.  Stohr, 

General  Freight  Agent.. 


Charges  on  Grain  at  Kansas  City,  etc.— Variation  Between  Elevator  and- 

Track  Scale  Weights. 

[Chicago,  March  30,  1894. 
To  Members :   The  representatives  of  the  several  roads  entering  Kansas  City, 
recently,  through  their  local  organization,  appointed  a  commission  to  investigate 
the  method  of  collecting  charges  on  grain  received  at  Kansas  City,  whereupon 
report  was  made  as  follows  : 

Your  committee  recommends  that  charges  on  grain  received  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. ,  and  Kan- 
sas, be  assessed -on  basis  of  elevator  weights  when  shipments  are  consigned  to  or  handled  into 
elevators,  when  the  difference  between  said  Elevator  hopper  scale  weights  and  Western  Railway- 
Weighing  Association  track  scale  weights  is  not  more  than  500  pounds  (except  when  such  arrange- 
ments would  conflict  with  State  laws. 

Where  the  difference  is  greater  than  500  pounds,  settlement  to  be  made  on  basis  of  track  scale 
weights,  expense  bill  paid  when  first  presented;  and  that  further  it  is  the  opinion  of  your  commit- 
tee that  each  and  every  one  of  the  interested  elevators  be  required  to  give  our  respective  lines  a 
guarantee  that  all  expense  bills  be  paid  on  presentation  without  demur 

On  all  other  grain  received  at  Kansas  City  not  consigned  or  handled  into  an  elevator,  charges 
will  be  assessed  on  basis  of  Western  Railway  Weighing  Association  track  scale  weights. 

The  foregoing  report  was  adopted  by  the  local  representatives  of  all  Kansas 
City  lines,  and  was  by  them  submitted  to  their  superior  officers  as  the  unanimous 
recommendation  of  the  interested  roads.  By  these  officers  it  was  referred  to  the 
superintendent  of  the  Western  Railway  Weighing  Association  for  an  opinion.  Mr. 
Carman  met  with  the  local  committee  in  Kansas  City,  when  it  was  developed  that 
one  company  had  been  accustomed  to  allow  1000  pounds  as  a  discrepancy  between 
track  scale  and  elevator  weights,  and,  if  question  arose,  the  Weighing  Association 
verified  the  weights  claimed,  by  examination  of  the  original  invoice  weights.  In 
reporting  as  above,  the  Weighing  Association,  through  its  agents,  promised  earnest 
co-operation  in  any  methods  that  should,  by  the  associated  roads,  be  adopted.  At 
that  stage  all  the  papers  were,  by  the  Western  Trunk  Line  committee,  sent  to  the 
undersigned  for  such  action  and  instructions  as  he  might  deem  proper. 
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Further  investigation  was  made,  and  from  one  in  position  to  judge,  expres- 
sions were  given  as  below  : 

The  recommendation  of  the  Kansas  City  committee  that  elevator  weights  he  accepted  on 
inbound  gTain,  subject  to  a  500-pound  variation  compared  with  track  scale  weights,  will,  in  my 
opinion,  be  a  step  taken  in  the  direction  of  the  improvement  in  the  weighing  service. 

All  grain  being  weighed  on  track  on  arrival  at  the  Missouri  river,  the  Weighing  Association 
will  always  be  in  position  to  determine  the  correctness  of  the  weights  retnrned  by  the  elevators. 

The  rule  passed  by  the  local  committee  wili  make  it  obligatory  upon  the  elevators  to  pay  all 
freight  bills  promptly,  and  adjust  differences  (in  the  case  of  discrepancies  of  over  500  pounds)  later. 

The  rule  adopted  by  the  local  committee  at  Kansas  City,  having  been  subse- 
quently approved  by  all  parties  to  whom  it  was  referred,  is  hereby  promulgated 
for  the  guidance  and  strict  observance  by  the  agents  and  representatives  of  all 
railroad  companies  operating  easterly  or  southeasterly  from  Kansas  City,  Leaven- 
worth ,  Atchison  or  St.  Joseph,  and  to  ensure  uniformity,  it  should  be  made  effective 
via  all  lines  not  later  than  April  5,  ensuing. 

All  parties  interested  are  requested  to  note  the  foregoing  instructions  and  be 
governed  accordingly. 

J.  W.  Midgley,  Chairman. 
Rules  adopted  and  approved  by  C.  G.  W.  R'y  Co.,  and  their  strict  compliance 
required. 

Please  see  that  all  persons  concerned  are  promptly  advised. 

P.  C.  Stohr,  G.  F.  A, 

Chicago,  April  7,  1894. 

Mr.  Stickney  was  notified  that  the  appearance  of  the  Chicago 
Great  Western  Riilway  Co.  on  the  20th  of  Jnly  was  unnecessary. 
July  16,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Chicago,  111.,  July  14,  1894. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Your  letter  of  the  9th  inst.  addressed  to  Mr.  Chappell,  has  been 
referred  to  me. 

1  enclose  you  herewith  a  farther  answer  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Co. 
to  your  citation,  to  show  cause  why  a  penalty  should  not  be  enforced  against  it  in 
the  matter  of  the  order  of  June  20,  1894,  concerning  the  weighing  of  grain  at  ele- 
vators in  Kansas  City. 

It  is  the  intention  of  this  company  to  fully  and  promptly  obey  any  proper 
order  issued  by  your  Commission,  and  to  lend  its  assistance  to  the  fullest  extent 
possible  in  complying  with  all  rules  and  regulations  adopted  by  your  Commission, 
when  applicable  to  this  company. 

It  is  a  matter  of  fact  that  so  far  a^  handling  grain  at  elevators  in  Kansas  City 
is  concerned,  a  very  small  fraction  of  the  business  of  this  company  relates  thereto. 
The  tendency  of  grain  shipments  from  Kansas  City  is  all  eastwardly,  and  where 
grain  passes  through  Kansas  City  it  is  generally  from  Kansas  or  other  western 
points.  I  am  informed  by  the  General  Freight  Agent  of  this  company  that  it  is  a 
rare  thing  when  a  car  is  shipped  from  any  point  in  Missouri  destined  for  delivery 
to  elevators  at  Kansas  City. 

In  view  of  these  facts  I  have  sent)you  the  additional  answer,  in  order  that  this 
company  may  be  placed  upon  record  as  being  perfectly  willing  at  all  times  to  carry 
out  the  wishes  of  the  Commission  when  it  can  do  so.  No  complaints  have  been  filed 
against  this  company  for  a  violation  of  the  orders  of  the  Commission,  and  I  believe 
the  fact  to  be  that  no  grain  has  been  delivered  to  elevators  at  Kansas  City  since 
the  issuance  of  the  order,  but  of  this  I  am  not  accurately  advised. 
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If  this  meets  with  the  approval  of  the  Commission,  [  will  be  obliged  if  you 
will  notify  me  promptly.  I  trust  it  will  not  be  necessary  for  the  General  Manager 
to  appear  before  your  honorable  body  on  the  20th  inst.  Matters  here  are  in  such 
shape  that  it  is  impracticable  for  any  of  the  officers  of  the  company  to  be  away  at 
that  time.  Should  you  desire  any  testimony  concerning  the  manner  of  doing  busi- 
ness at  Kansas  City,  and  tbe  volume  of  business  handled  at  Kansas  City  elevators 
by  this  company,  I  will  be  glad  to  have  s^ch  testimony  furnished  to  you  on  the  20th 
inst.;  but  1  trust  that  this  answer  will  give  your  honorable  Commission  all  tbe  in- 
formation necessary  from  this  company. 

I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  from  you  upon  receipt  of  this. 

Very  respectfully  yours, 

Wm.  Browm,  General  Solictor. 


State  of  Missouri,  before  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission. 

In  the  matter  of  the  order  of  said  Commission,  of)  AnflIIr„„   -  f,    n,  .  „  A1. 

date  June  20,  1891,  concerning  weights  on  [  An8W^?^& S^G^J°  Alton 
grain  going  into  Kansas  City  warehouses.     J        Railroad  Company. 

The  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Company,  in  answer  to  the  above  order  of  this 
honorable  Commission,  says  that  it  is  a  member  of  the  Western  Railway  Weighing 
Association  and  Inspection  Bureau,  and  that  said  Western  Railway  Weighing 
Association  and  Inspection  Bureau,  on  the  25th  day  of  June,  1894,  made  a  formal 
reply  to  the  order  of  this  honorable  Commission,  which  reply  was  intended  to  be 
the  joint  and  several  answer  of  the  respective  companies  cited  to  appear  before  this 
Commission,  and  which  reply  was  adopted  by  this  company  as  its  answer,  to  be 
filed  on  its  behalf  before  this  honorable  Commission. 

The  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Company  for  further  answer  respectfully  states 
to  this  honorable  Commission  that  since  the  first  day  of  July,  A.  D.  1894,  no  com- 
plaints have  been  made  to  this  company  by  any  person  or  corporation,  charging 
that  this  company  has  not  complied  with  the  order  of  this  honorable  Commission, 
of  date  June  20,  1894,  which  order  is  as  follows:  "It  is  hereby  ordered  by  the 
Board  that  on  and  after  July  1,  1894,  all  weights  as  made  on  grain  going  into  ware- 
houses by  the  State  Weigh-master  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  shall  prevail  in  the  collec- 
tion of  all  freights  at  that  point;"  and  this  company  says  that  it  has  never  been 
notified  by  any  person  or  corporation  of  any  complaint  against  it  on  account  of  a 
failure  to  observe  and  perform  the  order  of  this  honorable  Commission,  as  herein- 
before set  forth,  and  this  company  says  that  no  complaints  have  been  made. 

This  company,  expressly  reserving  any  and  all  questions  as  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  this  honorable  Commission,  to  examine  into  and  make  orders  concerning  the 
weighing  or  handling  of  grain  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  which  may  become  interstate 
commerce,  respectfully  show3  to  this  honorable  Commission  that  so  far  as  the 
handling  of  grain  at  Kansas  City  by  this  company  is  concerned,  the  largest  per- 
centage of  said  business  consists  of  grain  shipped  from  Kansas  City  eastwardly  to 
the  city  of  Chicago  and  elsewhere,  and  that  said  shipments  constitute  interstate 
commerce,  concerning  which  this  honorable  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to 
enter  any  order  whatever  ;  and  this  company  says  that  only  a  very  small  percent- 
age of  its  grain  business  consists  of  the  shipment  of  grain  from  other  points  on  its 
line  to  Kansas  City,  but  this  company  is  unable  at  this  time  to  state  just  what 
percentage  of  its  grain  business  consists  of  shipments  of  grain  to  elevators  at  Kan- 
sas City. 
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This  company  further  shows  to  thi3  honorable  Commission,  that  it  is  ready 
and  willing  at  all  times  to  obey  any  lawful  orders  of  said  Commission,  and  to 
strictly  comply  with  all  rules  and  regulations  of  said  Commission,  so  far  as  they 
may  be  applicable  to  it,  and  this  company  respectfully  represents  to  said  Commis- 
sion that  under  the  circumstances  hereof  no  penalty  should  be  enforced  against  the 
Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Company,  on  account  of  the  order  of  said  Commission 
of  June  20,  1894,  and  as  hereinabove  set  forth. 

The  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Co., 
VVm.  Brown,  General  Solicitor.      By  C.  H.Chappkll,  Vice  Pres.  and  Gen'l  Mgr. 

State  of  Illinois,  > 
Cook  County.  / 

C.  H.  Chappell,  being  first  duly  sworn,  on  oath  says  that  he  is  Vice-Presi- 
dent and  General  Manager  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Company;  that  he  has 
read  the  foregoing  answer  of  said  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Company,  and  knows 
the  contents  thereof,  and  that  the  same  is  true  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge,  in- 
formation and  belief.  C.  H.  Chappell. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me,  this  13th  day  of  July,  A.  D.  1894  . 

H.  C.  Hendricks,  Notary  Public. 

Mr.  Chappell  was  notified  that  the  answer  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton 
railroad  bein<;-  sufficient,  the  appearance  of  that  company  was  not 
necessary  on  the  20th  of  July. 

July  16,  1894— The  following  was  received,  with  letter  from  Mr. 
Carman,  stating  that  original  letter  in  reply  to  order  of  the  Board  made 
June  20,  1894,  had  been  mailed  on  June  26th,  and  its  failure  to  arrive 
at  the  office  of  the  Commissioners  was  unaccountable  to  him. 

(On  August  6  the  original  referred  to  was  received  at  this  office, 
having  been  directed  to  Springfield,  Mo.,  returned  from  there  to  Chi- 
cago and  again  forwarded.) 

Chicago,  June  26,  1894. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Com  ,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir—  The  order  made  by  your  Commission,  dated  June  20,  1894,  direct- 
ing that  on  and  after  July  1 ,  1894,  all  weights  made  on  grain  going  into  warehouses 
by  the  State  Weighmaster  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  shall  prevail  in  the  collection  of 
all  freights  at  that  point,  and  communicated  by  you  to  the  several  railroads  doing 
business  in  Kansas  City,  has  been  by  said  companies  referred  to  the  Executive 
committee  of  the  Western  Railway  Weighing  Association,  and  I  have  been  directed 
by  that  committee  to  respond  to  your  communication  and  the  order,  as  follows  : 

In  the  first  place,  it  is  believed  by  all  the  railroad  companies  represented  in 
the  Western  Railway  Association  and  by  the  Executive  committee  of  the  associa- 
tion, that  this  order,  so  far  as  it  applies  to  grain  shipped  from  points  beyond  the 
State  of  Missouri  into  that  ;State,  is  an  order  so  far  afiecting  interstate  traffic, 
that  it  is  beyond  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission  of 
the  State  of  Missouri,  and  for  that  reason  the  roads  interested  protest  against  it 
as  one  made  without  jurisdiction. 

In  th3  next  place ,  the  order  has  been  made  without  a/iy  opportunity  of  a  hear- 
ing by  any  of  the  railroad  companies  interested,  a  proceeding  which  the  several 
companies  believe  was  not  contemplated  by  the  statutes  of  the  state  of  Missouri. 
They  insist  that  before  this  order  is  made  operative  they  should  be  given  an  oppor- 
tunity to  be  heard. 
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At  all  times  insisting  upon  the  protest  above  suggested,  against  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Commission,  the  companies  interested  call  attention  of  the  Commission 
to  the  fact  that  there  is  not  in  the  city  of  Kansas  City,  Mo. ,  any  public  elevator 
in  operation  ;  that  there  is  but  one  public  elevator  la  the  city,  and  that  is  not  in 
operation.  There  are  eleven  private  elevators,  to  which  the  order  made  by  the 
Commission,  as  the  companies  understand  it,  would  not  be  applicable  because  the 
grain  consigned  to  such  elevators  is  not,  of  necessity,  weighed  by  state  weigh- 
masters. 

The  order,  moreover,  is  one  which  seriously  and  arbitrarily  interferes  with 
the  well-established  methods  of  doing  business  at  an  important  receiving  and 
shipping  point,  and  the  railroad  companies  are  satisfied  that  if  an  opportunity  in 
given,  abundant  reasons  can  be  brought  forward  (if  jurisdiction  to  consider  same 
should  exist,  against  which  they  at  all  times  protest)  why  the  present  method  of 
conducting  the  grain  business  is  just  to  all.  Yours  truly, 

Geo.  L.  Carman,  Sup't. 

The  hearing  appointed  for  July  20  was  postponed  until  July  24,  on 
which  day  the  following  named  companies  were  represented  before  the 
Co  mmissioners :  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe,  Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph, 
Missouri  Pacific,  Wabash,  Chicago,  Eock  Island  &  Pacific,  Chicago, 
Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul,  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas,  Kansas  City,  St. 
Joseph  &  Council  Bluffs,  Union  Pacific  and  Kansas  City,  Ft.  Scott  & 
Memphis. 

On  hearing,  it  appearing  that  answer  for  all  companies  interested 
had  been  duly  made  through  Mr.  G.  L.  Carman,  Superintendent  West' 
ern  Weighing  Association,  but  that  said  answer,  by  reason  of  failure  of 
delivery  by  mail,  was  not  received  by  the  Board;  and  it  also  appearing 
that  such  answer,  with  the  copy  of  agreement  of  the  Western  Weigh- 
ing Association,  acting  for  all  the  roads  interested,  complied  with  the 
requirements  of  the  law  regarding  filing  of  tariffs  and  regulations  by 
railroad  companies,  the  Board  dismissed  further  proceedings  under 
the  citation  of  July  9.  Full  discussion  was  then  had  regarding  weigh- 
ing of  grain  at  Kansas  City,  and  as  to  the  best  method  of  securing 
accurate  weights.  It  was  agreed  that  weighing  on  track  scales  would 
give  the  most  satisfactory  results.  The  Board  reserved  their  ruling  in 
the  matter,  pending  a  conference  with  Suburban  Belt  Ey.  Co.,  that 
company  being  more  interested  than  any  other.  By  order  of  the  Com- 
missioners, E.  L.  Martin,  president,  was  notified  to  appear  before  the 
Board  on  August  7,  1894,  for  purpose  as  stated. 

July  26,  1894— The  following  was  written  W.  D.  Charde,  Secre- 
tary, etc.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  in  reply  to  letter  from  him,  making  inquiry 
.as  to  action  of  Board,  had  on  24th : 

I  am  instructed  to  inform  you  that  at  the  hearing  by  the  Board  of  grain- 
weighing  matter  on  the  24th  inst.,  it  was  agreed  upon,  as  a  compromise,  that  the 
CommiBsionere  should  order  track-scales  to  be  put  in  at  all  elevators  at  Kansas 
City  by  railroad  companies  upon  whose  lines  elevators*re  situated.    In  the  mean 
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time,  and  until  such  track-scales  shall  be  put  in,  State  Weighers'  certificates  shall 
govern.  The  reason  for  any  delay  in  the  order  is  that  without  a  hearing  of  the 
matter  an  order  to  one  company  especially  interested  would  be  illegal;  and  that 
this  company  can  be  heard,  a  date  was  arranged  for  August  7th  next.  After  that 
date  the  Board  will  take  action. 

August  2,  1894 — The  following  letter  was  written  H.  H.  Courtright 

G.  F.  Agent,  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad  : 

On  the  24th  ult. ,  at  a  hearing  of  the  matter  of  the  weighing  of  grain  at  Kansas 
City,  it  was  agreed  between  the  representatives  of  the  railroad  companies  present 
and  the  Commissioners,  that  the  Commissioners  should  order  track  scales  to  be  put 
in  at  Kansas  City  by  all  companies  upon  whose  tracks  elevators  might  be  situated. 
As  the  Suburban  Belt  railway  would  be  more  directly  interested  in  such  action 
than  any  other  line,  and  had  not  been  notified  to  be  present  at  the  hearing,  it  was 
decided  by  the  Board  to  withhold  their  action  until  the  Suburban  Belt  could  be 
heard,  Tuesday,  August  7,  being  the  time  appointed  for  said  hearing.  The  Board 
being  informed  that  the  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad  has  an  elevator  on  its  track  at 
Kansas  City,  presume  that  the  company  may  also  desire  to  be  heard  in  regard  to 
the  proposed  action,  and  you  are  therefore  notified  to  be  present  at  this  office  at 
the  time  stated,  should  you  so  desire. 

August  7,  1894 — The  following  action  was  taken  by  the  Board: 

It  is  ordered  by  the  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  of  Mis- 
souri (  under  the  provisions  of  new  section  5657d  ,  section  1  of  an  act  to  amend 
article  3,  chapter  87,  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri  18S9,  entitled  "Inspection 
of  grain,"  approved  March  9,  1893),  that  the  Commissioners  meet  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  on  Monday  the  13th  day  of  August,  inst.,  for  the  purpose  of  designating  loca- 
tions for  track  scales  for  the  weighing  of  grain  subject  to  inspection  but  not  con- 
signed to  public  warehouses,  and  that  within  ten  (  10  )  days  after  such  location  shall 
have  been  designated,  track  scales  shall  bi  constructed  by  every  railroad  company 
doing  business  within  the  limits  of  the  State  Grain  Inspection  department  at  Kan- 
sas City,  Mo.,  and  having  warehouses  other  than  public  warehouses  situate  upon 
their  track  or  tracks. 

Copies  of  above  were  mailed  with  letter  as  follows: 
August  8, 1894— The  following  letter  was  mailed  to  Messrs  W.  B. 
Doddridge,  General  Manager  Missouri  Pacific  railway,  C.  H.  Chappell, 
General  Manager  Chicago  &  Alton  railroad,  and  E.  L.  Martin,  Presi- 
dent Kansas  City  Suburban  Belt  railway  : 

Enclosed  herewith  you  will  find  copy  of  proceedings  of  the  Railroad  and 
Warehouse  Commissioners  had  the  7th  of  August  inst.,  and  to  which  your  atten- 
tion is  requested.  The  Commissioners" will  be  pleased  to  have  you  represented  at 
Kansas  City  on  the  13th  inst.,  in  regard  to  the  location  of  track  scales  on  your 
lines  at  that  place. 

By  order  of  the  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

The  Commissioners  were  in  Kansas  City  on  13th,  as  appointed, 
and  designated  location  of  track  scales. 

August  21 — The  following  was  written  C.  J.  Vanlandingham,  Com- 
missioner, etc.,  Kansas  City  : 
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*  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  as  the  Commissioners  understood  the 
arrangement  at  Kansas  City  on  the  13th  inst.,  the  Belt  line  was  to  put  in  track 
scales  as  located  by  the  Board,  as  soon  as  possible.  The  Chicago  &  Alton  were  to 
weigh  (commencing  on  the  2:3rd  inst.)  at  Grand  avenue  scales,  whilst  new  scales, 
as  located,  were  being  pur  in  by  that  company.  Col.  Moore,  of  Missouri  elevator,, 
stated  that  it  was  understood  as  between  Mr.  Courtright  (of  C.  &  A.)  and  himself 
that  scales  should  be  put  in  at  Missouri  elevator  by  the  C.  &  A.  Co.  and  the  Ele- 
vator company — each  company  putting  in  scales — and  in  the  meantime  the  C.  &  A. 
would  use  Grand  avenue  scales,  weighing  to  be  done  under  State  supervision. 
The  understanding  v  as  that  after  the  13th  inst.,  State  weights  should  apply  on  all 
lines. 

August  21,  1894 — The  following  was  written  H.  H.  Courtright,  G. 
F.  A.  Chicago  &  Alton  R.  R. : 

I  am  instructed  by  the  Commissioners  to  state  that  in  consequence  of  con- 
tinued general  complaint  of  shortage  in  grain  as  weighed  at  Kansas  City,  it  is  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  track  scales,  as  designated  by  the  Commissioners  at 
Kansas  City  on  the  13th  inst.,  be  put  in  by  the  Cnicago  &  Alton  R.  R.  Co.  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment. 

Same  date  the  following  was  written  E.  L.  Martin,  President 
Kansas  City  Suburban  Belt  R'y  Co.  : 

I  am  instructed  by  the  Commissioners  to  state  that  in  consequence  of  con- 
tinued general  complaint  of  shortage  in  grain,  as  weighed  at  Kansas  City,  it  is  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  track  scales,  as  designated  by  the  Commissioners  at 
Kansas  City  on  the  13th  inst.,  be  put  in  by  the  Suburban  Belt  R'y  Co.,  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment. 

The  following  letters  were  written  EL  H.  Courtright,  G.  F.  A.  Chi- 
cago &  Alton  R.  R. : 

Aug.  29,  1894. 

I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  decide  that  track  scales,  as 
required  by  law,  must  be  put  in  at  the  earliest  possible  date  by  the  Chicago  &  Alton 
Railroad  Company  on  their  tracks  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  as  follows  :  Track  scales, 
contiguous  to  the  Missouri  elevator  and  the  Kaw  elevator,  or  if  arrangements  can 
be  made  ( as  the  Commissioners  understand  is  the  case  )  with  the  elevator  com- 
panies so  that  these  seales  can  be  placed  inside  the  elevators,  such  arrangement 
will  be  quite  satisfactory  to  the  Comnissioners.   If  such  arrangement  can  not  be 

made,  tbe  scales  must  be  put  in  at  points  as  conveniently  near  the  said  elevators  as 
is  possible. 

,     Sept.  3,  1894. 

*  *  *  *  *  lam  instructed  to  state  that  your  general  agent  at  Kansas  City 
notified  Mr.  Grant,  Supervising  Weigher,  of  his  readiness  to  commence  weighing 
all  grain  going  into  the  Missouri  elevator,  but  arrangement  proposed  was  not  in 
accordance  with  the  understanding  had  with  you.  which  was  that  if  the  weighing 
could  be  done  at  Grand  avenue  it  would  be  satisfactory.  But  the  general  agent 
proposed  to  weigh  at  Grand  avenue  and  Twelfth  street,  which  plan  was  found  to 
be  impracticable,  hence  the  order  locating  scales  at  the  elevators.  The  scale  at 
Missouri  elevator  is  most  needed,  and  as  that  elevator  is  now  full,  it  would  be  a 
very  good  opportunity  of  putting  in  the  proposed  scales.  The  Commissioners  will 
be  much  pleased  if  these  seales  can  be  out  in  at  once. 
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March  18,  1893 — The  following  was  received  : 

Laddonia,  Audrain  County,  Mo.,  March  15,  1893. 
Hon.  James  Cowgill,  R.  R.  Commissioner,  Jefferson  City : 

Dear  Sir— For  some  reason  the  C.  &  R.  R.  has  deoided  not  to  allow  the 
shippers  of  livestock  to  ship  ( only  those  that  load  ten  cars)  except  by  local 
freight,  and  to  stop  and  feed  at  Roodhouse. 

The  custom  heretofore  has  been  to  allow  shippers  to  load  in  the  morning  and 
go  directly  through  to  Chicago,  and  as  there  is  a  great  deal  of  stock  shipped  from 
this  place,  the  shippers  feel  that  they  will  be  greatly  inconvenienced  if  the  C.  & 
A.  does  not  restore  to  them  the  privileges  they  had  enjoyed,  and  as  a  friend  am  re- 
quested to  ask  your  influence  in  the  matter. 

If  you  could  arrange  to  meet  the  shippers  at  this  place,  they  would  gladly  do 
all  in  their  power  to  explain  the  situation  and  treat  you  royally  while  here. 

If  you  can  come,  notify  me  several  days  ahead  and  I  will  have  the  principal 
shippers  interested  to  meet  you.  If  you  cannot  come,  try  and  see  what  you  can 
do  for  the  boys.  Respectfully  yours, 

J.  C.  Richart. 

Was  referred  to  H.  H.  Courtright,  G.  F.  A.,  March  21,  as  follows  : 

The  Commissioners  are  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from  Laddonia,  Mo.,  complain- 
ing as  follows  :  For  some  reason  the  C.  &  A..  R.  R.  has  decided  not  to  allow  the 
shippers  of  live-stock  to  ship  (only  those  that  load  ten  cars)  except  by  local 
freight,  and  to  stop  and  feed  at  Roodhouse.  The  custom  heretofore  ha*  been  to 
allow  shippers  to  loid  in  the  morning  and  go  directly  through  to  Chicago,  and  as 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  stook  shipped  from  this  place,  the  shippers  feel  that  they 
will  be  greatly  inconvenienced  if  the  C.  &  A..  doe3  not  restore  to  them  the  privi- 
leges they  had  enjoyed  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners 
desire  to  call  your  attention  to  this  matter,  and  in  that  connection,  to  the  pro- 
visions of  section  2591,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  page  202  of  report  herewith. 

Receipt  of  above  acknowledged  by  Mr.  Courtright  March  24. 

March  29— The  following  was  received: 

Chicago,  March  28,  1883. 
Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec.  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Replying  further  to  yours  of  the  2lat,  covering  complaint  of  Lad- 
donia live-stock  shippers. 

I  understand  that  these  shippers  complain  thnt  they  cannot  ship  their  stock 
on  train  No.  71,  which  is  a  through  stock  train  from  Kansas  City  to  Chicago.  Our 
superintendent  of  transportation  writes  me  as  follows:  "We  cannot  take  these 
local  shipments  on  our  through  fast  trains  without  serious  detriment  to  our  through 
business.  We  do  take  these  on  our  train  No.  75,  which  is  scheduled  specially  for 
this  service.  At  Slater  shipments  fire^ometimes  taken  on  this  train,  as  at  that  point 
tbere  is  always  a  switch  engine,  and  trains  change  cabooses." 

You  will  readily  see  that  it  could  hardly  be  expected  that  through  stock  trains 
from  Kansas  City  would  stop  at  local  stations  and  load  stock,  even  if  they  did  not 
start  from  Kansas  City  with  full  trains.  I  believe  the  service  that  we  furnish  our 
stock-shippers  all  along  the  line  is  equal,  if  not  superior,  to  that  furnished  by  any 
other  road .  Yours  truly , 

Q.  H.  Courtright. 
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Answered  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  lam  instructed  to  state  that  the  principal  cause  of  complaint  is 
the  "lay  over"  at  Roodhouse  of  stock  shipped  oa  local  trains,  the  shippers  desir- 
ing that  their  stock  go  through  without  such  delay,  as  it  did  formerly.  The  ship- 
pers do  not  care  as  to  whether  their  stock  goes  forward  by  "through"  or  "local" 
trains,  if  it  is  taken  through  without  lay-over  at  Koodhouse. 

May  3 — The  following  was  received. — As  nothing  further  was 
heard  from  complainant,  it  is  presumed  that  satisfactory  adjustment 
was  effected  by  change  in  time-table : 

Chicago,  May  2,  1893. 
Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec.  Mo.  R.  R.  and  W.  S.  Dep't,  Jefferson  City ,  Mo.: 
Dear  Sir— I  am  in  receipt  of  yours  of  the  25th  inst. 

The  subject  you  refer  to  is  now  receiving  consideration,  I  understand,  by  our 
Operating  department.  It  is  a  little  difficult  to  arranga  time-tables  that  will  be 
satisfactory  at  all  stations  on  the  line.  I  am  satisfied  that  our  superintendent  of 
transportation  will  do  his  best  in  that  direction. 

Yours  truly, 

H.  H.  Courtright,  G.  F.  A. 

May  16 — The  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  May  25,  1893. 
To  the  Honorable  Board  R.  H.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 
Gentlemen— We  desire  to  ask  if  any  railroad  within  the  State  of  Missouri  has 
a  legal  right  to  charge  and  collect  freight  charges  on  36,000  pounds  of  grain  as  a 
minimum  car-load,  when  in  fact  the  car  contained  but  30,900  pounds,  as  weighed 
by  the  Western  Railway  Weighing  Association  of  this  city.  The  car  in  question 
is  a  40,000  pounds  capacity  car,  34  feet  in  length,  and  the  railroad  company  at- 
tempts to  enforce  a  minimum  on  grain  of  4000  pounds  less  than  marked  capacity  of 
car,  regardless  of  actual  weight.  What  is  the  legal  minimum  weight  of  a  car  of 
grain  in  Missouri  ?  Where  can  we  get  the  law  governing  railroads  in  this  State  in 
convenient  form  ? 

Your  early  reply  will  be  deemed  a  special  favor. 

Verj  respectfully, 

Samuel  Hardin  &  Co. 

Answered  same  day  as  follows : 

*  *  *  The  minimum  car-load  of  grain  within  the  State  of  Missouri,  as 
established  by  the  Commissioners  in  1878,  is  20,000  pounds.  Rates  per  100  pounds, 
as  applied  to  minimum  car  load,  apply  to  all  weights  in  excess  of  minimum.  This 
ruling  of  the  Commissioners  was  sustained  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  a  decision 
rendered  in  July,  1892,  copy  of  which  you  will  find  in  report  herewith,  pp.  16,  17, 
18,  19.    Copy  of  report  containing  railroad  laws  is  also  mailed  you  herewith. 
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REGULATION  OF  CHARGES  OF  EXPRESS  COMPANIES. 

The  following  is  the  act  regulating  charges  of  express  companies.  , 
approved  March  16,  1893:' 

CORPORATIONS:     EXPRESS    COMPANIES — REGULATING   CHARGES  OF. 

AN  ACT  declaring  express  companies  or  corporations  common  carriers,  and  pro- 
viding for  their  government  and  control,  and  empowering  the  board  of  rail- 
road and  warehouse  commissioners  to  regulate  and  fix  charges  made  by  said 
companies  or  corporations. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  General  Asseynbly  of  the  State  of  Missouri^  as  follows  : 

Section  1.  All  companies  or  corporations  doing  an  express  or  carrying  busi- 
ness over  any  of  the  railroads  now  operated  and  run  or  which  may  be  hereafter 
operated  and  run. in  the  State  of  Missouri,  are  hereby  declared  to  be  and  are  com- 
mon carriers  within  the  meaning  of  the  constitution. 

Sec.  2.  Within  sixty  days  after  this  act  shall  become  a  law,  all  express  com- 
panies or  corporations  doing  an  express  carrying  busineess  over  any  of  the  rail- 
roads now  operated,  and  which  may  hereafter  be  operated  in  the  State  of  Missouri, 
shall  be  and  are  hereby  required  to  file  with  the  state  board  of  railroad  and  ware- 
house commissioners  a  complete  and  specific  schedule  of  their  classifications  of  all 
matter  and  merchandise  received  by  them  for  carriage  and  transportation,  together 
with  a  detailed  statement  of  their  rates  of  charges  in  each  of  the  classes  into  which 
their  freight  and  express  matter,  as  above,  is  divided  ;  and  if  there  be  any  rules  or 
regulations  which  change,  determine  or  affect  any  part  of  the  aggregate  of  such 
rates  and  charges,  such  rules  and  regulations  shall  accompany  such  schedule;  and 
if  any  two  or  more  of  such  express  companies  doing  business  in  this  state  as  afore- 
said, have  joint  rules  and  regulations  and  charges  for  the  exchange  of  articles  of 
express  or  other  matter  so  carried  by  them,  the  said  rules  and  regulations  and 
schedule  of  charges  shall  also  be  filed  with  the  said  board  of  railroad  and  ware- 
house commissioners  within  the  time  specified  above. 

Sec.  3.  The  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  when  said 
schedule  of  classifications  and  charges  shall  have  been  filed  as  above  required,  shall, 
if  said  classifications  and  charges  be  deemed  unjust  and  unreasonable,  have  full 
power  and  authority  to  alter  and  amend  the  classifications,  and  to  establish  and  fix 
maximum  rates  of  charges — and  such  rates  established  by  the  Railroad  and  Ware- 
house Commissioners  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence  that  such  rates  are  reasonable 
—for  all  kinds  and  classes  of  such  articles  as  may  be  received  for  carriage  and 
transportation  by  any  such  express  company  or  corporation  doing  business  in  this 
State,  having  regard  to  the  distance  or  distances  any  such  articles  may  have  to  be 
so  carried  or  transported,  and  to  compel  the  said  companies  or  corporations  to 
exchange  business  at  all  railroad  crossings  or  junctions,  when  freight  or  passenger 
depots  are  or  may  be  established,  and  to  establish  equitable  rates  between  such 
companies  or  corporations  so  exchanging  articles  in  transit.  And  no  company  or 
corporation  doing  an  express  business  in  this  State  as  aforesaid  shall  have  power 
to  alter  or  amend  the  schedule  of  classifications  or  rates  of  charges,  when  so  fixed 
or  approved  by  said  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  without  the 
consent  and  approval  of  said  Board. 
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Sec.  4.  All  express  companies  or  corporations  doing  business  as  aforesaid  are 
hereby  prohibited  from  discriminating  in  favor  of  any  particular  shipper  in  any 
manner  whatever,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  any  special  rate,  rebate,  drawback  or 
other  device,  and  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  such  company  or  corporation  to  give 
any  undue  or  unreasonable  preference  or  advantage  to  any  particular  person,  com- 
pany, firm,  corporation  or  locality,  or  any  particular  description  of  traffic,  to  any 
undue  or  unreasonable  prejudice  or  disadvantage  with  respect  to  such  transporta- 
tion ;  and  all  such  express  companies  or  corporations  shall  afford  equal  facilities 
for  the  interchange  of  traffic  between  their  respective  lines,  and  shall  not  discrimi- 
nate in  their  accommodations,  rates,  classifications  or  charges  between  such  con- 
necting lines  and  places. 

Sec.  5.  Said  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  either  upon 
their  own  motion  or  upon  the  complaint  of  any  individual,  firm,  company  or  cor- 
poration, shall  have  full  power  to  investigate  all  charges  of  any  violations  of  any 
of  the  above  provisions,  anil  shall  have  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers, 
administer  oaths  and  examine  and  compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses,  and  if,  in 
their  judgment,  there  be  reasonable  evidence  of  any  violation  of  any  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act,  said  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  shall 
transmit  such  evidence  to  the  Attorney-General  of  the  State. 

Sec.  6.  The  Attorney-General,  on  the  receipt  of  such  evidence,  shall  imme- 
diately proceed  against  the  offending  company  or  corporation  in  the  name  and  to 
the  use  of  the  State,  in  any  court  having  competent  jurisdiction  ;  and  if,  on  the 
trial  of  such  cause,  any  company  or  corporation  doing  business  as  aforesaid  shall 
be  found  guilty  of  violating  any  of  the  provisions  of  sections  three  and  four  of  this 
act,  the  said  company  or  corporation  shall  be  fined  in  a  sum  of  not  less  than  two 
hundred  dollars  and  not  more  than  one  thousand  dollars.  And  if  any  express  com- 
pany or  corporation  doing  business  as  aforesaid  shall  fail,  neglect  or  refuse  to  file 
its  schedule  of  classifications  and  rates  of  charges  as  required  by  section  2  of  this 
act,  said  company  or  corporation  shall  forfeit  to  the  State  the  sum  and  amount  of 
two  hundred  dollars  for  each  and  every  day  it  shall  neglect,  fail  or  refuse  to  file  said 
schedule — said  sum  to  be  recovered  by  civil  suit  in  any  court  having  competent 
jurisdiction,  said  suit  or  suits  to  be  brought  by  the  Attorney-General  of  the  State, 
in  the  name  of  the  State,  at  the  relation  and  to  the  use  of  the  Boird  of  Railroad 
and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Sec.  7.  The  Governor  may,  at  the  solicitation  of  the  Attorney-General, 
appoint  additional  counsel,  when  he  may  deem  it  necessary  for  the  vigorous  prose- 
cution of  said  suit  or  suits  as  herein  provided  for,  and  any  sum  or  amount  so 
recovered  in  any  suit  or  suits  shall  be  paid  into  the  treasury  of  the  State,  to  the 
credit  of  the  general  revenue  fund. 

Approved  March  16,  1893. 

On  the  19th  of  July,  1893,  the  following  circular  letter  was  mailed 
to  the  managing  officers  of  each  express  company  doing  business  within 
the  State  of  Missouri  : 

City  of  Jefferson,  July  19,  1893. 
Dear  Sir — By  virtue  of  an  act  of  the  General  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Mis- 
souri, approved  March  16,  1893,  and  which  became  a  law  on  June  21,  1893,  entitled 
"An  act  declaring  express  companies  or  corporations  common  carriers,  and  pro- 
viding for  their  government  and  control,  and  empowering  the  Board  of  Railroad 
and  Warehouse  Commissioners  to  regulate  and  fix  charges  made  by  said  companies 
or  corporations,"  and  published  on  pages  122  and  123  of  the  Session  Acts  of  1S93, 
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it  becomes  your  du  y  as  the  manager,  superintendent,  agent  or  representative  of 

the  express  company  or  corporation  known  as  ,  and  which  said  company 

or  corporation  is  now  doing  an  express  or  carrying  business  over  certain  railroads 
now  operated  and  run  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  to  file  with  the  State  Board  of  Rail- 
road and  Warehouse  Commissioners  a  complete  and  specific  schedule  of  the  classifi- 
cation of  all  matter  and  merchandise  received  for  transportation  in  this  State  by  the 

said  express  company,  together  with  a  detailed  statement  of  its  rates  of 

charges  in  each  of  the  classes  into  which  its  freight  and  express  matter,  as  set 
forth  in  said  act,  is  divided  ;  and  if  there  be  any  rules  or  regulations  which  change, 
determine  or  affect  any  part  of  the  aggregate  of  such  rates  a  id  charges,  such  rules 
and  regulations  shall  accompany  such  schedule,  and  if  any  two  or  more  express 
companies  doing  business  in  this  State  aforesaid  have  joint  rules  and  regulations 
and  charges  for  the  exchange  of  articles  of  express  or  other  matter  so  carried  by 
them,  the  said  rules  and  regulations  and  schedule  of  charges  shall  also  be  filed 
with  the  said  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

The  time  within  which  such  schedule  may  be  fi»ed  as  aforesaid  is  between 
June  21,  1893,  and  August  21,  1893,  and  section  6  prescribes  as  a  penalty  for  failure 
to  comply  with  same,  a  forfeit  to  the  State  of  Missouri  of  $200  per  day  for  each  and 
every  day  after  the  expiration  of  such  time  any  Fuch  company  may  be  delinquent. 

The  Board  will  consider  it  a  favor  if  you  will  file  your  classification  and  rate 
tariff  in  force  in  this  State  as  soon  as  possible,  in  order  that  the  same  may  have  full 
and  careful  consideration.  Respectfully, 

T.  J .  Hennfssky, 
Chairman  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  of  Missouri. 

July  27,  1893 — The  following  letter  was  received  from  Mr.  L.  A. 
Fuller,  General  Superintendent  of  the  Pacific  Express  Company  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  July  22,  1893. 
Mr.  T.  J.  Hennessey,  Chairman  R  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  of  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir— I  beg  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  circular  letter  of  July  19, 
in  regard  to  filing  with  the  Commission  our  tariff*,  classifications,  and  so  forth. 

They  are  now  being  prepared  by  all  of  the  companies,  as  I  understand,  and 
will  be  ready  for  filing  soon  after  the  first  of  August. 

It  is  our  desire  to  get  them  in  such  shape  that  they  can  be  readily  examined 
and  considered,  and,  for  that  reason,  it  has  taken  a  little  time  tohave  them  drawn 
off. 

As  soon  as  ours  are  ready,  I  will  be  pleased  to  call  upon  you  and  explain  them 
in  detail,  and  answer  any  questions  that  may  aid  you  in  understanding  them  fully. 

Yours  truly, 

L.  A.  Fuller, 
General  Superintendent. 

By  August  10,  1893,  all  express  companies  doing  business  in  Mis- 
souri had  filed  their  rate  schedules  and  classifications  with  the  Com- 
missioners, as  required  by  law. 

The  schedules  were  classified  and  copied  in  the  office  of  the  Com- 
missioners, in  order  that  they  might  be  readily  investigated  and  re- 
vised. 
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August  29,  1893 — The  following  circular  letter  was  mailed  to  the 

managing  officers  of  the  express  companies: 

The  Commissioners  are  considering  the  propriety  of  making  pome  adjust- 
ments and  revisions  in  the  classification  of  express  matter  now  in  force,  as  pro- 
vided by  an  act  of  the  General  Assembly,  approved  March  16,  1893. 

They  have,  therefore,  appointed  Tuesday  and  Wednesday,  September  5  and 
6,  as  days  on  which  to  bear  parties  interested  in  the  aforesaid  matters,  and  request 
that  you  appear  before  the  Board  at  their  office  in  the  City  of  Jefferson,  to  show 
cause  why  said  adjustments  and  revisions  should  not  be  made. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

September  5,  1894 — Messrs.  Fuller,  Calhoun,  Bradley,  Agee  and 
Coulter,  representing  the  express  companies,  appeared  before  the 
Board,  as  per  appointment,  and  the  question  of  a  reduction  in  express 
matter  was  fully  discussed.  Arguments  were  made,  especially  against 
a  general  reduction.  As  the  Commissioners  understood,  it  it  was  finally 
agreed  that  the  companies  would  make  a  reduction  of  20  per  cent  in 
rates  on  "general  specials,"  new  rates  to  go  into  effect  as  soon  as  they 
could  be  prepared. 

Subsequently,  in  conversation  with  the  representatives  of  the  ex- 
press companies,  it  was  found  that  a  misunderstanding  had  arisen 
regarding  the  agreement  made  at  the  meeting  on  September  5. 

Sept.  7,  1893 — The  following  letter  was  received  : 

St.  Louis  Mo.,  Sept.  6,  1893. 
T.  J.^Hennessey,  Egq.,  Chairman  Railway  and  Warehouse  Commission  : 

Dear  Sir— I  have  been  delegated  by  the  representatives  of  the  several  ex- 
press companies  to  submit  to  you  a  draft  of  a  proposed  circular  to  be  sent  to  all 
agents,  carrying  out  the  understanding  bad  wifih  you  yesterday,  as  to  making 
uniform  special  rates  to  and  from  all  points  in  Missouri. 

Mr.  Calhoun  said  that  there  was  a  request  made  to  send  you  all  special  rates 
now  in  effect  that  would  be  less  than  would  be  made  by  a  20  per  cent  reduction  from 
the  merchandise  rates.  This,  he  thinks,  would  be  unnecessary,  as  you  now  have 
all  the  special'rates  in  effect,  and  it  would  make  quite  an  amount  of  extra  work  to 
go  all  over  the  rates  again  and  pick  them  out. 

Please  advise  me  if  this  circular  is  all  right.         Yours  truly, 

L.  A.  Fuller,  Gen'l  Supt. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Sept.—,  1893. 

To  agents  Pacific  Express  Company  : 

On  an  after  October  1,  1893,  the  special  rates  to  and  from  all  points  in  Mis- 
souri, on  all  matter  under  the  head  of  "General  Specials,"  in  the  classification, 
will  be  20  per  cent  less  than  the  merchandise  rates,  except  where  a  less  rate  has 
been  or  may  hereafter  be  authorized. 

L.  A.  Fuller,  Gen'l  Supt. 

On  September  7  the  following  letter  was  written  Mr.  L.  A.  Fuller, 
General  Superintendent: 

*  *  *  *  There  seems  to  be  a  very  material  difference  of  opinion  with 
reference  to  the  proposed  reduction  on  general  specials.  Our  understanding  of  it 
was  a 20  per  cent  less  rate  than  they  take  now  ;  yours  that  specials  would  be  20  per 
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cent  less  than  the  merchandise  rates.  This  will,  in  a  great  many  instances,  be  no 
reduction  at  all,  and  would  be  a  bitter  disappointment  to'the  people  of  this  State, 
who  are  expecting  relief  at  our  hands  under  this  law.  I  am  satisfied  the  Board 
will  not  agree  to  your  understanding  of  the  above  proposition. 

The  matter  comes  up  next  Tuesday  before  the  Board  for  final  action. 
•  Very  respectfully, 

T.  J.  Hennessey, 

Chairman,  etc. 

September  9,  1893 — The  following  was  received: 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  September  8,  1893. 
T.  J.  Hennessey,  Esq  ,  Ch'n.  Ry.  and  Warehouse  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— 1  beg  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yours  of  the  7th  inst.  I  am 
greatly  surprised  that  there  should  have  been  any  misunderstanding  as  to  the  pro- 
position, as  Mr.  Bradley  wrote  it  out  and  read  it  and  it  was  discussed  for  some 
little  time.  It  was  stated  that  our  special  rates  were  from  20  to  33  per  cent  below 
merchandise  rates,  but  did  not  apply  between  all  points,  and  we  all  supposed  that 
the  obj-et  was  to  make  a  uniform  special  that  would  apply  between  all  points,  and 
be  a  maximum  rate,  but  that  we  could  go  as  much  below  that  as  we  might  find  it 
necessary  to  secure  business — not  going  below  H  freight  train  rates  as  prescribed  in 
the  contracts  with  many  of  the  railroads.  This  stipulation  is  made  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preventing  their  passenger  trains  from  being  delayed  in  handling  large 
amounts  of  freight  that  could  and  does  go  by  ordinary  freight  trains.  As  it  is 
now,  with  our  present  rates,  we  frequently  have  so  much  special  rate  matter  to 
load,  that  the  officials  of  the  roads  complain  about  our  holding  their  trains.  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  Commissioners  desire  to  compel  the  express  companies  to 
handle  any  business  at  a  loss,  or  even  without  a  fair  remuneration  for  their  ser- 
vices—even to  satisfy  a  popular  clamor.  I  will  venture  the  opinion  that  nine-tenths 
of  the  complaints  come  from  parties  who  have  very  little  business  with  the  express 
companies,  only  making  use  of  them  when  it  is  a  great  convenience  to  them  on 
account  of  the  quicker  time,  as  compared  with  the  ordinary  freight  trains.  The 
farmer,  or  the  mill  man  who  does  not  patronize  the  express,  except  when  they 
break  a  piece  of  machinery,  are  very  apt  to  complain  of  the  express  charges.  They 
may  pay  50  or  75  cents  charge  on  a  casting  that  will  not  cost  over  $1.  Comparing 
the  charges  with  the  cost,  they  think  they  have  been  outraged.  A  farmer  or  mill 
man  may  have  a  piece  of  machinery  broken  that  stops  his  mill,  or  his  harvester, 
and  he  hurries  to  the  telegraph  office  and  oruers  by  wire  some  small  piece  of 
machinery.  The  factory  telephones  to  the  express  office  to  send  a  wagon— it  may 
be  two  miles  from  the  office.  It  is  done,  the  casting  sent  out  that  night,  and  the 
next  morning  it  is  ready  for  delivery,  and  the  machine  is  ready  to  start  up.  And 
yet  some  men  will  complain  at  having  to  pay  50  or  75  cents  for  this  service,  with- 
out considering  for  a  minute  that  it  has  been  great  accommodation  to  them,  and 
may  have  saved  them  many  dollars,  worth  of  valuable  time. 

The  great  majority  of  the  patrons  of  the  express  appreciate  the  service,  and 
have  no  complaint  as  to  rates.  This  is  evidenced  by  the  large  amount  of  business 
we  do  for  men  who  understand  the  rates  by  express  and  by  freight  fully,  and  are 
willing  to  give  us  their  business  at  the  higher  rate  by  express,  because  the  better 
service  pays  them  to  do  so. 
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The  express  business  is  no  monopoly.  There  is  not  a  thing  that  is  carried  by 
express  that  cannot  be  transported  in  some  other  way;  and,  in  many  cases,  much 
cheaper.  But,  as  [  have  said,  the  express  is  used  on  account  of  the  better  service. 
This  service  is  provided  for  the  public  at  a  great  expense.  Many  people,  espe- 
cially those  living  at  small  towns  in  the  interior,  see  our  express  car  going  through 
daily,  and  see  the  messenger  putting  out  a  few  pieces  of  express  matter  at  each 
station— think  that  a  car-load  of  such  packages  must  amount  to  a  large  sum,  and 
that  the  express  company  is  under  but  little  expense;  as  it  certainly  cannot  cost 
much  for  transportation,  and  the  salary  of  the  messenger  does  not  amount  to  much, 
and,  consequently,  the  express  companies  are  making  large  amounts  of  money, 
and  extorting  it  from  the  people.  They  know  nothing  about  the  great  expense  of 
transacting  the  business  at  the  commercial  centers. 

To  illustrate  :  We  have  on  our  pay-rolls  at  St.  Louis,  including  messengers 
running  in  and  out  of  St.  Louis,  289  employes.  And  to  get  good  men ,  we  have  to 
pay  better  wages  than  is  paid  for  the  same  class  in  most  any  kind  of  business. 
We  have,  on  an  average,  about  97  to  100  horses,  and  about  50  wagons.  The  other 
companies  have  a  corresponding  number.  A  careful  computation  shows  that  of 
everp  dollar  earned — 

50  cents  is  paid  for  transportation, 
22     »*    "    "     "  wages, 
12     "    "    "     "    rent  and  taxes, 
8     "    "    "     "    stationery,  etc. 
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Thus  leaving  but  eight  cents  for  profit  and  losses  and  damages.  No  reasonable 
man  will  say  that  this  is  too  great  a  margin.  You  say  in  your  letter  that  the 
people  will  not  be  satisfied  without  a  reduction  of  the  rates.  The  law,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  instructs  the  Commissioners  to  fix  just  and  reasonable  rates.  Now,  before 
making  any  reduction  in  the  rates,  I  think  you  should  inquire  carefully  into  the 
present  rates,  and  see  whether  they  are  or  are  not  reasonable  and  just. 

The  fact  that  you  may  get  a  thousand  complaints  that  the  rates  are  too  high 
does  not  prove  that  they  are  so. 

It  is  your  province  to  see  that  justice  is  done  between  the  carrier  and  the 
shipper. 

The  law  does  not  contemplate  that  you  should  confiscate  our  e'arnings  to  sat- 
isfy people  who  set  up  a  cry  of  extortion. 

We  should  be  allowed  to  meet  any  complaint  that  is  made,  and  show  that  our 
rates  are  reasonable  and  just;  and  if  we  fail  to  show  that,  then  they  should  be 
reduced. 

A  reduction  of  20  per  cent  from  our  present  special  rates,  which  you  say  was 
your  understanding  of  the  proposition,  would  reduce  our  charges  to  less  than 
cost.  The  special-rate  matter  is  now  greatly  favored,  and  about  all  there  is  in  it 
is  the  drayage.  The  difference  between  express  and  freight  charges,  with  drayage 
added,  is  so  small  that  we  get  the  business  because  we  deliver  free. 

1  think  that  on  all  special-rate  matter  a  reduction  of  20  per  cent,  or  perhaps 
25  per  cent,  from  the  regular  merchandise  rates  should  be  adopted  as  the  Commis- 
sion's maximum  rates,  until  a  good  reason  is  shown  why  they  should  be  made  less. 

Very  truly  yours, 

L.  A.  Fuller, 

Gen'l  Sup't. 
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St.  Louis,  Mo.,  September  11,  1893. 
T.  J.  Hennessey,  Esq.,  Chairman,  K.  R.  and  Warehouse  ^Commission  : 

Dear  Sir— I  am  advised  by  Superintendent  Calhoun,  of  the  Adams  Express 
Company,  that  in  an  interview  with  you  on  the  9th,  you  stated  that  it  had  been 
decided  by  your  Board  to  make  a  general  reduction  of  10  per  cent  in  all  express 
rates  to  and  from  points  in  Missouri. 

Supplementing  my  letter  of  the  8th,  1  wish  to  invite  your  attention  to  the 
provisions  of  the  law  placing  the  express  companies  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  and  giving  them  power  to  "regulate  and 
fix  charges  made  by  said  companies  or  corporations.'' 

Section  3  reads:  ''The  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners, 
-when  said  schedule  of  classifications  and  charges  shall  have  been  filed  as  above 
required,  shall,  if  said  classifications  and  charges  be  deemed  unjust  and  unrea- 
sonable, have  full  power  and  authority  to  alter  and  amend  the  classifications,  and 
to  establish  and  fix  maximum  rates  of  charges." 

The  law  is  not  mandatory.  It  does  not  say  that  the  Commissioners  shall  re- 
duce the  rates,  alter  or  amend  the  classifications,  unless  they  be  "deemed  unjust 
or  unreasonable." 

flow  is  the  Commission  to  determine  whether  or  Dot  the  rates  are  just  and 
reasonable  ?  Tne  Commission  cannot  form  its  opinion  simply  on  the  complaints  of 
one  or  a  hundred  persons  who  have  no  knowledge  further  than  they  have  been 
charged  more  than  they  want  to  pay,  and  self-interest  prompts  them  to  make  the 
complaint,  in  hopes  of  getting  the  rates  reduced— not  knowing,  or  even  caring, 
whether  the  carrier  can  afford  to  perform  the  service  at  a  less  cost  to  the  patron. 

1  think  the  Commission  should  not  arbitrarily  reduce  the  express  rates  until 
they  have  satisfied  themselves,  by  a  careful  examination  of  the  cost  of  transporta- 
tion and  ail  of  the  expenses  attending  the  transaction  of  the  business. 

The  Board  has  full  power  to  make  this  examination.  Lt  is  authorized  to  send 
for  persons  and  papers,  administer  oaths,  and  examine  and  compel  the  attendance 
of  witnesses,  and  so  forth.  The  express  companies  will  cheerfully  furnish  the 
cost  of  the  service,  showing  whether  any  reduction  can  be  reasonably  made  or  not. 

The  express  companies  are  also  ready  to  meet  and  answer  any  and  ail  com- 
plaints that  may  be  made,  and  to  remedy  any  evils  that  may  be  found  to  exist. 

I  take  it  that  the  Commission  was  formed  to  act  as  arbitrators  between  the 
people  and  the  carriers,  to  see  that  justice  is  done  to  the  people  ;  but  that  you  are 
not  called  upon  to  go  to  the  extent  of.  doing  an  injustice  to  the  carrier,  which  you 
certainly  would  do  if  you  made  an  arbitrary  reduction  of  the  rates,  without  first 
inquiring  into  their  reasonableness.  I  think  it  can  be  easily  shown  by  every 
company  doing  business  in  this  State  that  a  general  reduction  of  10  per  cent  on  all 
rates  would  more  than  consume  all  the  profits,  and  compel  the  express  companies 
xo  go  out  of  business,  do  it  at  a  loss,  or  resort  to  the  only  other  alternative,  which 
would  fall  upon  the  employes,  in  the  way  of  reduction  of  salaries. 

A.  reduction  of  rates  would  have  a  tendency  to  increase  the  volume  of  business 
which  would  necessarily  increase  the  cost  of  handling  it. 

If  the  contemplated  reduction  amounts  to  more  than  an  absorption  of  all  the 
profits,  the  loss  will  fall  upon  the  employes,  which  the  management  of  every  ex- 
press company  would  regret,  as  the  great  majority  of  express  employes  are  worthy 
men,  and  work  faithfully  in  the  interest  of  their  employers. 

To  say  that  the  rates  should  be  reduced  because  there  has  been  a  proper  demand 
for  it,  is  not  a  good  reason,  in  itself,  for  making  the  reduction. 
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If  the  rates  are  reduced  to  a  point  below  what  would  afford  the  companies  a 
reasonable  profit,  it  would  be  doing  the  express  companies  as  great  an  injustice 
as  would  be  done  the  people  if  the  rates  were  found  to  be  unduly  high,  and  al- 
lowed to  remain. 

The  Texas  legislature  passed  a  similar  law  two  years  ago  last  winter.  The 
express  companies  were  notified  to  file  their  classifications  and  rates,  which  they 
did.  Nothing  further  was  done  about  it  until  last  spring,  when  the  commission 
made  a  special  rate  schedule  and  notified  the  express  companies  that  it  would  be 
put  into  effect  on  a  certain  date,  but  that  they  would  give  the  companies  a  hearing 
before  putting  it  into  effect.  We  were  able  to  show  them,  to  their  entire  satisfac- 
tion, that  the  rates  were  reasonable  and  just,  and  that  the  fruit-grower3  and  pro- 
duce shippers  had  been  greatly  favored,  and  that  there  was  no  cause  for  any  re- 
duction; and  none  has  been  made,  and  no  interference  with  our  business  in  any 
way.  If  your  Board  would  pursue  the  same  course,  I  think  it  would  be  much  more 
to  your  credit,  thau  to  bliQdly  fix  rates  that  you  would  be  obliged  to  recede  from. 

On  the  other  hand,  if,  after  a  careful  examination  of  complaints  made  and  the 
rates  complained  of,  and  you  find  the  rates  to  be  high,  and  a  reduction  is  made,, 
you  will  get  the  credit  of  having  done  your  duty  to  the  people,  and  will  not  have 
done  an  injustice  to  the  express  companies.  It  would  certainly  be  doing  us  a  great 
injustice  to  render  a  verdict  against  us  on  ex  parte  evidence. 

There  may  be  isolated  cases  where  the  express  patron  has  been  wronged.  It 
would  be  a  great  surprise  if,  in  the  very  large  business  transacted,  there  were  not 
some  such  cases;  but  if  they  are  made  known  to  the  management,  the  wrong  is 
promptly  righted,  if,  upon  investigation,  the  complaint  is  well  founded. 

In  my  fourteen  year3  experience  in  Missouri,  I  do  not  think  it  can  be  said  that 
I  ever  ignored  any  complaint,  or  failed  to  investigate  it,  and,  if  we  were  in  error,  to 
correct  it.  My  experience  in  this  repect  has,  I  think,  been  that  of  the  other  com- 
panies. 

Competition  for  all  the  business  we  handle  is  so  sharp  that  if  we  had  no  desire 
to  do  justice  by  our  patrons,  self-interest  would  promt  us  to  doit.  Refrigerator 
cars  and  fast  freight  are  strong  competitors,  and  it  is  only  by  good  service  that  we 
can  hold  business  against  them.  As  I  said  in  my  former  letter,  it  is  only  by  prompt- 
service  that  we  are  enabled  to  secure  business  to  make  it  profitable. 

Our  business  is  like  that  of  the  manufacturer.  He  purchases  raw  material, 
and,  by  the  aid  of  machinery  a^id  labor,  converts  it  into  the  finished  product,  and 
sells  it  at  a  profit.  We  do  the  same.  We  buy  transportation,  which  is  the  raw 
material.  We  pay  50  per  cent  for  the  raw  material,  add  in  labor,  wagon  service, 
and  so  forth,  40  to  44  per  cent,  and  peddle  out  the  product,  express  service,  at  $1.00, 
making  a  profit  of  6  to  10  per  cent.  Is  there  any  reason  why  we  are  not  as  much 
entitled  to  a  reasonable  profit  on  our  business  as  the  manufacturer  ? 

Trusting  that  your  Board  will  see  its  way  clear  to  let  our  rates  stand  as  they 
are  until  it  can  be  shown  that  they  are  not  just  and  reasonable, 

1  am,  yours  truly, 

L.  A.  Fuller,  General  Superintendent. 

September  12 — The  following  letter  was  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Sept.  11,  1893. 

T.  J.  Hennessey,  Esq.,  Chairman  R.  R.  and  W.  H.  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— After  submitting  the  enclosed  to  the  Board,  will  you  advise  me  by 
wire  if  you  will  defer  action  until  we  can  have  another  meeting  of  the  representa- 
tives of  the  several  express  companies  with  the  Board  ? 

Yours  truly, 

L.  A.  Fuller,  Gen'l  Sup't. 
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Sept.  18 — The  following  was  received  : 

Chicago,  Jll.,  September  9,  1893. 
Mr.  T.  J.  Hennessey,  Chairman  Board  of  Commissioners  : 

Dear  Sir— Mr.  L.  A.  Fuller,  General  Superintendent  Pacific  Express,  has 
sent  me  a  copy  of  your  letter  to  him  of  the  7th,  in  which  I  note  what  you  say  to 
him,  that  tbe  understanding  of  your  Board  was  that  general  special  rates  should 
be  20  per  cent  less  than  they  are  now. 

I  have  only  to  say  that  such  was  not  the  understanding  of  the  express  people, 
and  I  think  it  will  be  apparent  to  you  that  it  could  not  be  their  understanding 
under  any  circurastaeces.  Tbe  general  special  rates  now  in  force,  as  a  rule,  are  20 
per  cent  less  than  merchandise.  If  you  ask  u^  to  make  the  general  specials  20  per 
cent  leas  than  they  now  are,  you  practically  ask  us  to  make  them  40  per  cent  less 
than  merchandise.  It  certainly  cannot  be  in  the  minds  of  your  honorable  Board 
that  there  is  any  sucb  margin  in  the  express  bii3ine38  as  admits  of  a  reduction  of 
40  per  cent. 

We  shall  be  pleased  at  any  time  to  give  you  reasons  in  detail  why  no  such  de- 
duction can  be  made,  should  your  Board  desire  to  have  the  reasons  laid  before  it. 
It  is  sufficient  at  present  to  say  that  under  no  circumstances  could  the  United 
States  Express  Company  make  a  reduction  of  40  per  cent  from  its  merchandise 
rates  to  be  applied  to  general  specials 

Yours  truly, 

Joseph  Shepard, 

Asst.  Gen'l  Mgr. 

September  14,  1893 — The  following  notice  was  given  to  the  proper 

officer  of  each  of  the  companies  doing  business  in  Missouri: 

You  are  hereby  notified  that  the  Commissioners  desire  that  you  file  with  them, 
as  soon  as  possible,  a  sworn  statement,  showing  the  gross  receipts  and  expenses 
of  the  above-named  express  company,  for  the  year  ending  December  31,  1892. 
By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

September  14,  1893 — The  following  letter  was  addressed  to  the 
proper  officers  of  the  express  companies  : 

Yoa  are  hereby  notified  that  the  Commission  will  have  a  meeting  at  10  o'clock 
on  Monday,  September  26,  inst.,  for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  matter  of  reduc- 
tion in  the  transportation  charges  as  now  made  by  the  express  companies  in  this 
State,  at  which  meeting  your  presence  is  requested. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission. 

September  26,  1893 — Hearing  as  appointed  was  had,  with  proceed- 
ings as  follows. 

Representatives  of  all  express  companies  doing  business  in  Mis- 
souri were  present. 

All  the  Commissioners  present. 

Hearing  held  at  office  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  in 
regard  to  reduction  of  Express  rates . 

Mr.  Hennessey :  Gentlemen,  I  suppose  you  know  the  object  of 
the  meeting;  you  received  the  call  of  the  Commissioners.  On  account 
of  the  misunderstanding  last  time,  in  regard  to  adjustment,  we  thought 
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we  would  like  to  know  something  about  the  business  transactions  of 
last  year  ;  something  to  base  an  adjustment  on,  if  we  made  any.  We 
thought  we  would  better  have  the  officers  of  the  companies  sworn  and 
take  the  testimony.  Or  I  believe  we  wrote  for  a  statement  of  the 
business  transactions  for  last  year.  I  don't  know  whether  you  gentle- 
men have  furnished  that  or  not. 

Mr.  Bradley  :  So  far  as  the  American  Express  Company  is  con- 
cerned, we  cannot  make  the  statement,  for  the  reason  that  we  do  not 
occupy  the  same  lines  we  did  last  year.  On  the  first  part  of  the  year 
we  withdrew  from  the  UQ"  system,  and  on  the  first  part  of  February 
we  began  our  business  on  the  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  railroad,  an 
entirely  new  line  to  us,  and  up  to  this  time  we  have  not  had  but  one 
monthly  statement.  There  is  no  possibility  of  getting  at  the  figures, 
and  then  our  statements  at  the  present  time  are  not  arranged  on  the 
basis  of  the  Missouri  business ;  well,  they  could  be  arranged  on  the 
basis  of  the  Missouri  business,  I  suppose. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  That  is  what  we  would  like  to  get  at.  We  want 
to  have  something  to  base  the  reduction  on  ;  whatever  action  is  taken> 
we  want  to  have  some  reason  for  it  and  be  able  to  show  it. 

Mr.  Bradley  :  I  think  it  would  be  utterly  impossible  for  us  to  get 
up  any  statement  of  that  kind  in  the  time  required,  and  particularly 
when  we  have  nothing  to  base  a  statement  on. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  Did  you  not  make  up  an  annual  statement  for 
last  year  ? 

Mr.  Bradley:  We  could  make  such  a  statement  as  that.  It  is  not 
divided  into  states.  I  am  not  positive  but  what  we  might  be  able  to 
make  a  statement  of  Missouri  business  last  year.  But  I  take  the  view 
that  inasmuch  as  the  lines  we  operated  last  year  were  so  much  larger 
than  the  ones  we  operate  this  year,  that  it  would  be  unfair  to  us  and 
still  not  furnish  you  the  information  you  want. 

Mr.  Morsman  :  The  Pacific  Express  Company  understands  your 
order  to  call  for  a  statement  of  the  gross  earnings  and  gross  expenses 
for  the  entire  system.  1  think  that  the  order  won't  bear  any  other  in- 
terpretation, although  I  have  been  since  informed  by  one  of  the  gen- 
tlemen present,  that  by  correspondence  you  interpreted  it  differently — 
that  you  only  wanted  the  report  for  this  State.  I  can  approximate  that 
for  the  Pacific  company  when  the  proper  time  comes.  We  prepared 
the  statement  for  the  whole  system,  although  we  did  not  see  that  this 
was  material  to  the  question  in  your  jurisdiction. 

I  want  to  say  now  while  this  matter  is  being  spoken  of  preliminary, 
speaking  for  the  Pacific  company,  that  you  are  entirely  welcome  to  any 
information  that  we  can  put  you  in  possession  of.    There  is  nothing  at 
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all  about  the  business,  either  in  the  manner  in  which  it  is  conducted  or 
in  its  results,  that  we  regard  as  necessary  or  advantageous  to  us  in  the 
least  degree  to  conceal  from  you  or  anybody.  There  is  quite  a  pre- 
valent impression  among  people  who  have  no  occasion  to  investigate 
such  matters  that  there  is  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  carriers,  cor- 
porations in  general,  to  conceal  from  the  public  the  results  of  their 
business.  People  have  an  exaggerated  idea  of  the  business  done.  Be- 
cause they  cannot  get  the  information  through  newspapers  or  through 
some  local  agent  who  does  not  kow  anything  about  it,  then  they  jump 
to  the  conclusion  that  carriers  in  general  are  trying  to  conceal  from 
the  public  the  facts  in  the  case.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  company, 
so  far  as  I  have  any  knowledge  of  them,  that  would  regard  that  as  a 
wise  policy.  I  say,  without  any  reservation  at  all,  that  the  Pacific 
Express  Company  will  place  you  in  possession  of  any  information  you 
want  with  reference  to  its  business.  The  onlv  request  that  we  would 
make  is  that  no  useless  information  be  asked,  because  that  costs  money. 
But  we  will  furnish,  regardless  of  expense,  any  information  you  think 
you  need. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  We  have  had  some  intimation  from  some  of 
these  gentlemen  that  they  would  have  these  things  at  this  meeting. 

Mr.  Morsman  :  I  have  the  statement  I  spoke  of  and  some  ad- 
ditional facts  I  want  to  present,  and  I  want  to  speak  on  the  matter  in 
a  general  way,  whenever  you  are  ready  to  hear  me. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  1  think  it  would  be  well  to  have  you  gentlemen 
sworn.  In  case  there  is  anything  the  matter  with  this,  we  will  have  the 
evidence  of  the  officers — all  of  you  gentlemen  that  desire  to  testify. 

Mr.  Morsman  :  I  am  the  attorney  of  the  Pacific,  and  I  have  no 
personal  knowledge  of  the  facts  I  speak  of.  I  can  only  speak  of  it  by 
way  of  argument.  Mr.  Fuller  is  superintendent  of  the  company.  I 
suppose  you  may  want  to  make  some  inquiries  of  him. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  Yes,  sir,  of  course  ;  we  want  to  find  out  all  we 
can — the  expenses  of  operating  and  the  profits;  that  is  the  object,  so 
we  would  have  some  reasons  for  taking  whatever  action  we  do. 

Messrs.  Bradley,  of  the  American  Express  Company ;  Fuller,  of 
the  Pacific  ;  Shepherd,  of  the  United  States;  Agee,  of  the  Southern  ; 
Calhoun,  of  the  Adams,  and  Andrews,  of  the  Wells-Fargo  &  Co.  Ex- 
press, were  then  sworn  by  Chairman  Hennessey. 

Mr.  Morsman  :  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  a  little  data  I  want  to  pre- 
sent, and  make  some  observations  by  way  of  argument.  Why  would 
it  not  be  well  for  me  to  present  that,  and  that  would  probably  open  up 
the  subject,  and  you  could  make  such  inquiries  of  these  gentemen  as 
you  want  ! 

Mr.  Hennessey:    All  right,  sir. 
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Mr.  Morsman  (orally):  Mr.  Chairman,  and  gentlemen  of  the 
Board :  I  confess  that  the  occasion  seems  to  me  to  be  something  simi- 
lar to  what  I  imagine  the  day  of  judgment  to  be.  On  that  day,  I  pre- 
sume, we  shall  have  to  answer  generally  for  our  whole  lives.  We  will 
not  be  called  upon  to  answer  specific  charges  and  specific  offenses  or 
sins,  as  I  imagine,  but  to  show  that  our  whole  lives  have  been  correct. 
There  will  be  one  difference  then,  however.  Upon  that  occasion  your 
Honors  will  be  there  to  answer  as  well  as  ourselves.  So  it  is  here,  ap- 
parently; we  are  not  called  upon  to  answer,  or  to  explain,  or  to  show 
to  your  Honors  that  the  rates  of  these  express  companies  are  not  ex- 
cessive or  unreasonably  high  in  respect  to  any  particular  classification 
or  between  particular  points,  or  under  particular  circumstances  or 
conditions.  But  it  seems  to  be  necessary,  in  the  best  way  we  can,  to 
take  up  the  matter  generally  and  show  to  your  Honors7  satisfaction,  if 
it  is  possible,  and  I  believe  that  it  is,  that  the  express  rates  of  these 
express  carriers  within  the  State  of  Missouri  are  reasonable  and  just 
in  all  respects. 

The  question  arises  in  so  many  different  phases,  and  under  so 
many  different  circumstances  and  conditions,  and  with  reference  to 
such  a  variety  of  rates,  between  so  many  different  points,  that  it  is 
difficult  to  tell  where  to  begin ;  and  at  the  very  best  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, you  gentlemen  can  see  at  a  glance  that  it  must  be  a  sub- 
ject that  admits  of  very  lengthy  and  very  extensive  discussion,  and 
that  I  could  not,  except  in  a  very  general  way,  within  the  scope  of  a 
few  hours'  meeting,  be  able  to  go  over  our  rates  and  show  you  that 
every  rate  between  all  points,  for  all  distances  and  under  all  circum- 
stances, is,  in  fact,  reasonable  and  just.  But  I  think  it  can  be  done 
in  a  general  way,  and  I  am  so  thoroughly  convinced  myself  that  these 
rates  are  not  merely  reasonable  and  just  to  the  public,  but  that  they 
are  phenomenally  low  and  cheap,  that  I  believe  we  can  convince  this 
Board  that  the  public  has  no  reason  to  complain.  I  do  not  pretend  to 
say  that  our  rates  are  made  cheap  or  phenominally  low,  as  I  expressed 
it,  out  of  patriotism  on  the  part  of  these  companies,  or  generosity,  or 
anything  of  that  character.  My  contention  will  be  that  they  are  phe- 
nominally low  because  of  the  inexorable  law  of  the  situation  which 
governs  the  business,  and  compels  us  to  make  them  low,  whether  we 
would  or  not,  in  order  that  we  may  succeed  and  be  even  reasonably 
prosperous.    That  is  the  propositiou  I  shall  attempt  to  demonstrate. 

But  before  I  proceed  to  the  discussion  of  what  seem  to  be  the 
real  merits  of  the  controversy  or  question  before  you,  I  shall  speak 
briefly  of  a  preliminary  matter.  I  have  seen  a  letter  written  by  your 
Chairman,  not  a  private  letter,  written  to  a  representative  of  one  of 
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these  companies,  and  which  I  suppose,  in  a  more  or  less  degree,  re- 
flects the  feelings  or  sentiments  of  the  other  members  of  the  Board. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  There  was  no  one  here  but  myself — no  other 
member  of  the  Board  in  the  office  at  the  time.  It  was  written  without 
any  official  force  at  all.  I  took  it  on  myself  to  answer  that  letter.  I 
believe  it  was  to  Mr.  Fuller.  That  was  merely  a  personal  expression 
of  probably  what  were  my  own  views  of  the  question  as  it  had  then 
been  presented  to  the  Board. 

Mr.  Morsman :  What  I  shall  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Board  to,  and  I  do  not  refer  to  this  letter  for  the  purpose  of  captious 
or  ill-natured  criticism,  nor  because  you  wrote  it,  or  because  it  had  been 
written  at  all,  but  simply  for  the  purpose  of  combating  or  rebutting 
what  seems  to  me  to  be  an  erroneous  position,  or  what  may  bean  erro- 
neous position.    This,  I  understand,  is  one  thing  we  are  here  for. 

Of  course  we  do  not  know  how  thoroughly  you  have  examined 
this  subject.  We  do  not  know  from  what  source  you  have  obtained 
your  information.  We  do  not  know  whether  you  have  obtained  such 
information  as  will  enable  you  to  formulate,  at  the  present  time,  a  rea- 
sonable decision  on  this  subject.  Presumably  you  have  not,  because 
you  have  not  yet  reached  the  period  of  decision,  and  your  minds  ought 
to  be  free  of  preconceived  opinions  up  to  the  time  it  becomes  neces- 
sary to  render  one.  Now  what  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Board  to  in  that  letter,  and  not  only  in  that  letter,  but  we  often  see  the 
same  expression  in  the  newspapers,  and  we  hear  them  even  in  conver- 
sation, is  this  :  "that  if  there  is  no  reduction  made  in  our  rates  it  will 
be  a  bitter  disappointment  to  the  people  of  this  State.  The  people  of 
the  State  are  expecting  relief  at  our  hands."  Substantially  that  is  the 
statement  contained  in  the  letter. 

Now,  let  us  suppose  for  a  moment  that  the  people  are  making  this 
demand — that  the  people  are  discontented  with  our  charges,  and  that 
they  are  demanding  at  your  hands,  under  the  provisions  of  this  statute, 
a  general  reduction  of  our  rates.  Is  that  a  reason  for  making  it  ? 
Should  the  business  of  these  companies,  involving  millions  and  millions 
of  dollars  in  transactions  every  year,  be  injured  or  crippled,  possibly 
destroyed,  simply  because  the  people  demand  it?  Is  that  the  reason 
contemplated  by  the  statute  which  invests  you  with  the  power  to  de- 
termine these  matters  ?  The  statute  does  not  say  that  you  shall  reduce 
rates  when  the  people  demand  it,  or  that  you  shall  reduce  them  on  the 
demand  of  any  person.  It  does  not  give  you  that  power.  The  statute 
says  we  shall  file  with  you  schedules  and  classifications,  and  if,  after 
examining  them,  you  find  our  rates  unjust  or  unreasonable,  then  you 
may  reduce  them — not  that  you  shall  then  reduce  them,  but  that  you 
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shall  have  fall  and  ample  power  to  fix  or  establish  reasonable  maximum 
rates.  Clearly  that  involves  an  inquiry — not  an  inquiry  into  what  peo- 
ple are  demanding — not  at  all — but  an  inquiry  into  facts ;  facts  which 
will  enable  you  to  decide  and  determine  whether  or  not  the  rates  are 
reasonable  and  just,  and  to  make  up  a  judgment, a  decision,  to  exercise 
a  sound  and  reasonable  judgment  upon  these  facts,  and  then  decide 
whether  or  not  the  occasion  justifies  the  establishment  of  rates  by  the 
Commission  different  from  those  we  have  established  as  our  rates. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  say  now  that  if  this  Board  has  been 
led  to  believe  that  the  people  of  the  State  of  Missouri  are  demanding  a 
reduction  of  these  rates,  you  have  been  misled.  I  undertake  to  say 
that  the  people  of  this  State,  speaking  in  the  just  and  proper  sense,, 
are  today  satisfied  and  contented  with  the  service  that  they  receive 
from  these  companies  and  the  charges  they  are  compelled  to  pay. 

You  have  in  this  State  nearly  three  millions  of  people,  with  five 
hundred  thousand  of  whom,  at  the  very  least,  these  companies  do- 
more  or  less  business  every  year.  Why,  if  I  were  to  ask  you  if  you 
had  heard  a  majority  of  these  people  complaining  of  or  denouncing 
our  rates  or  charges,  unquestionably  you  would  have  to  answer  "no.?7> 
If  I  were  to  ask  you  if  you  had  heard  one  hundred  thousand  com- 
plaining, the  answer  would  be  the  same.  If  I  were  to  ask  you  if  you 
had  heard  ten  thousand,  the  answer  would  then  still  have  to  be  the 
same.  And  I  do  not  believe  that  you  could  say  that  you  had  heard  one 
hundred  men,  or  that  there  could  be  found  in  this  State  one  hundred 
men  who  had,  in  fact,  complained,  who,  upon  investigation,  would  be 
found  to  be  men  whose  complaint  would  be  really  entitled  to  have 
weight  in  such  a  matter. 

Let  us  see  from  what  source  these  complaints  come.  Sometimes, 
undoubtedly,  and,  we  will  presume,  for  the  purpose  of  argument,  gen- 
erally, they  proceed  from  honest,  sincere  and  upright  men ;  men  who 
have  no  idea  whatever  of  directing  your  attention  to  an  unjust  claim 
or  representation ;  men  who  believe  what  they  say.  They  think  they 
have  been  wronged.  They  think  they  have  paid  an  excessive  sum  for 
the  service  received.  Then  the  question  arises,  are  these  men  compe- 
tent to  form  an  opinion  that  ought  to  have  weight?  Are  they  men  of 
such  experience  in  this  line  of  business  as  would  enable  them  to  say 
what  the  cost  of  the  service  they  received  was  to  the  person  or  per- 
sons rendering  the  service  ?  You  gentlemen  will  all  agree  in  an  in- 
stant that  we  are  entitled  to  receive  not  merely  reimbursement  for  our 
expenses,  but  a  fair  and  reasonable  profit.  When  you  hear  a  man  com- 
plaining, perhaps  he  is  complaining  that  he  has  been  charged  as  much 
as  the  value  of  the  goods.    He  is  honest  in  making  his  complaint. 
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But  it  does  not  follow  that  because  he  paid  as  much  as  the  goods  were 
worth  that  he  has  been  wronged.  The  question  is,  what  was  the  value 
of  the  service  he  received.  That  cannot  be  known  until  you  know  the 
cost  of  rendering  that  service  ;  and  if  he  was  unable  to  say  what  the 
cost  was,  as  compared  with  what  he  paid,  his  opinion,  although  an 
honest  opinion,  formed  in  the  absence  of  that  information,  is  not  en- 
titled to  the  slightest  weight.  He  may  be  honest,  perfectly  honestr 
and  a  capable  man  in  his  own  line  of  business,  and  yet  his  opinion, 
formed  under  such  circumstances,  is  worth  no  more  than  the  opinion 
of  a  doctor  given  on  a  question  of  law. 

But  that  is  not  all.  These  complaints  often  proceed  from  men  who 
are  not  fair,  who  are  not  reasonable.  They  are  not  themselves  just 
men;  men  who  are  governed  by  selfish  and  mercenary  motives.  I  do 
not  want  to  do  anybody  an  injustice,  and  I  do  not  mean  that  all  or  even 
a  majority  of  these  complaints  come  from  that  class.  But  you  know 
perfectly  well  from  experience  that  there  are  such  men  in  this  State,  in 
every  state,  and  in  every  community — selfish  men.  You  meet  them 
almost  every  day  of  your  life.  If  you  have  business  transactions  with 
them,  they  are  not  satisfied  unless  they  are  receiving,  or  believe  they 
are  receiving,  an  undue  advantage  over  you.  We  come  in  contact 
with  this  class  of  people,  and  cannot  hope,  in  doing  the  great  business 
we  do  throughout  this  State,  to  satisfy  everybody,  just  as  you  gentle- 
men  cannot  hope  to  satisfy  everybody,  no  matter  what  you  may  do  here 
today.    It  is  not  possible. 

Now,  gentlemen,  for  the  Pacific  Express  Company,  as  I  stated  a 
moment  ago,  we  have  prepared  a  statement  showing  our  gross  earnings 
and  gross  expenses  for  the  entire  system.  It  shows  what  would  at 
first  appear  to  be  a  large  amount  of  net  earnings — $421,000  for  the  year 
1892.  You  must  bear  in  mind,  however,  that  these  are  the  earnings 
from  business  done  in  twenty  different  states  and  territories.  It  is  the 
result  of  a  business  carried  on  in  more  than  two  thousand  different 
,  offices.  It  is  the  result  of  a  business  involving  nearly  five  millions  of 
dollars;  the  result  of  a  business  requiring  the  employment  of  thou- 
sands of  men.  While  it  appears  to  be  large  in  the  aggregate,  it  is  not 
large  as  compared  with  the  great  volume  of  business  done.  Should 
not  a  company  which  embarks  its  capital  in  such  a  business,  extending 
over  twenty  different  states  and  territories,  establishes  twenty-two 
hundred  and  fifty  offices  and  maintains  them,  employs  thousands  of 
men  all  the  time,  and  incurs  risks  daily  amounting  to  millions  and 
millions  of  dollars  in  value — should  not  a  business  of  that  kind  result 
in  large  profit  to  its  owners  !  But  even  then  its  profit  is  less  than  ten 
per  cent  upon  the  whole  system.    But  this  amount  shown  here  is  not 
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a  matter  which  will  throw  any  considerable  light  on  the  subject  you 
are  called  upon  to  consider.  Bat  we  are  perfectly  willing  that  you 
should  have  this  information  or  any  information  that  we  can  furnish. 

The  question  which  you  have  to  determine,  and  which  is  in  its 
nature  a  quasi  judicial  question, is  whether  the  charges  which  we  make 
for  certain  services  are  in  excess  of  the  value  of  the  services.  You 
can  tell  nothing  about  it  by  finding  that  our  net  profits  from  the  whole 
system  in  20  different  states  aggregate  a  large  amount,  because  ( 1 ) 
you  cannot  tell  what  the  earnings  were  in  Illinois  and  other  states ; 
and  if  you  knew  the  earnings  in  Illinois,  it  would  have  no  bearing  on 
Missouri;  and  (2)  it  embraces  interstate  commerce,  which  is  not  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  this  body.  But,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  warn  you 
also  against  the  method  of  ascertaining  the  reasonableness  of  charges 
which  seems  to  be  implied  from  your  order  requiring  or  requesting  us 
to  furnish  this  information.  It  would  not  be  a  fair  method  to  us,  and 
it  is  not  demanded  in  the  interests  of  the  public,  that  rates  be  reduced' 
because  earnings  are  large,  if  you  find  them  to  be  so  within  this  state, 
because  it  is  entirely  possible  that  every  one  of  these  companies  may 
be  making  large  earnings  within  the  state,  and  still  not  be  charging  in- 
dividuals with  whom  we  deal  more  than  the  value  of  the  service  ren- 
dered. It  would  be  just  as  reasonable  to  say — of  course  the  power 
would  not  exist — that  the  dry-goods  merchant  who  sells  a  large  amount 
of  goods  this  year,  or  who  sold  a  large  amount  of  goods  last  year,  and 
sells  a  very  much  larger  amount  of  goods  this  year  than  he  did  last,  must 
reduce  the  prices  upon  his  goods  because  he  is  making  more  money. 
In  other  words,  the  argument,  or  premises,  would  lead  logically  to  this 
conclusion:  that  if  these  com'panies  are  earning  a  large  amount  of 
money,  they  ought  to  reduce  their  rates  for  that  reason,  and  without 
reference  to  the  fact  that  their  rates  are  already  reasonably  low,  as 
compared  with  the  value  of  the  service  they  render.  You  would  not 
say  for  a  moment  that  if  these  companies  are  making  a  large  amount  of 
money,  notwithstanding  their  rates  are  low,  notwithstanding  that  for 
every  dollar  they  take  they  render  an  equal  value  in  service,  you  would 
not  say  for  a  moment  that  because  they  are  making  a  large  amount  of 
money,  in  future  they  must  render  a  dollar's  worth  of  service  for  90c 
or  for  80c.  The  primary  question  is,  whether  the  sum  we  charge  is  in 
excess  of  the  value  of  the  service  rendered. 

It  has  not  been  the  policy  of  any  state,  it  is  not  the  policy  of 
your  state,  it  has  not  been  the  policy  of  any  civilized  government,  to 
restrict  the  amount  of  money  that  any  business  or  industry  may  earn. 
The  policy  of  this  law,  and  the  extent  of  the  power  of  the  state  pur- 
suant to  which  it  is  enacted,  is  to  limit  the  taking  of  an  unreasonable 
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compensation  for  the  service  performed.  If  the  compensation  taken* 
is  reasonable,  and  by  multiplying  it  indefinitely,  extending  the  business,, 
we  can  make  the  aggregate  profits  large,  it  is  not  a  matter  which  con- 
cerns the  state,  the  public  or  the  individual.  The  question  is,  does 
the  individual  get  a  dollar  of  value  when  he  pays  a  dollar  ?  If  he  does,, 
that  ends  the  argument.  The  State  has  no  power  to  compel  us,  or  to 
compel  anybody,  to  render  a  dollar's  worth  of  service  for  ninety  cents, 
no  more  than  it  can  compel  a  man  to  sell  a  dollar's  worth  of  goods 
for  ninety  cents.  Xo  such  power  has  ever  been  claimed  by  it  or  dele- 
gated to  you. 

Now,  with  reference  to  the  amount  of  the  aggregate  net  profits  or 
earnings  of  the  Pacific  Express  Company  as  I  gave  them  a  while  ago, 
as  I  stated  then,  that  sounds  like  a  great  sum,  but  it  is  a  great  business. 
That  sum,  gentlemen,  is  not  large  because  of  large  profits  upon  indi- 
vidual transactions  ;  it  is  only  large  because  the  transactions  have  been 
multiplied  by  millions.  That  is  what  makes  it  large.  That  is  the  essen- 
tial nature  or  character  of  this  whole  business.  It  is  not  made  up  of 
few  transactions  with  large  profits,  but  of  many  and  many  transactions 
with  very  small  profits.  As  I  said  a  moment  ago,  the  Pacific  Express 
Company  maintains  2250  offices  upon  its  whole  system.  The  average 
net  earnings  per  office  for  1892  was  only  $187.44;  the  average  monthly 
earnings  per  office  for  1892  was  815.62  ;  while  the  average  daily  earn- 
ings per  office  was  only  52  cents.  VVhen  you  reflect  that  we  have  such 
offices  as  St.  Louis,  Kansas  City,  Chicago,  Denver  and  Portland,  Ore- 
gon, and  that  all  of  these  offices  in  the  large  cities  are  doing  an  immense 
volume  of  business,  it  must  be  perfectly  apparent  that  we  are  main- 
taining very  many  offices  which,  standing  by  themselves,  would  be 
absolutely  non-paying.  Yet  we  are  obliged  to  keep  them  up,  because 
if  these  small,  non-paying  offices  are  closed  the  large  offices  would  not 
have  their  business.  But  the  very  fact  that  upon  this  whole  system 
we  maintain  2250  offices  that  only  earn  an  average  of  52  cents  per  day 
net,  shows  that  our  earnings  are  made  up  of  small  profits  extending 
over  millions  and  millions  of  transactions. 

As  you  suggested  a  moment  ago,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  of  primary 
importance  to  ascertain  what  the  cost  of  this  service  is  to  these  com- 
panies. This  is  one  of  the  elementary  methods  which  suggests  itself 
to  us  at  once,  for  ascertaining  whether  or  not  charges  are  unreasona- 
ble. We  have  no  means— the  nature  of  the  business  will  not  admit  of 
it — to  enable  us  to  show  with  mathematical  precision  the  cost  of  carry- 
ing five-pound  packages  between  two  stations,  or  100-pound  packages 
or  500-pound  packages.  The  only  method  possible  or  practicable  in  a 
case  of  this  character  is  to  take  the  average.    You  can  ascertain  the 
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total  expense.  The  books  will  show  that.  You  can  ascertain  what 
our  gross  revenue  is.  The  books  will  show  that.  Then  you  can  tell 
what  ratio  the  expense  bears  to  the  gross  earnings.  That  will  give 
you  approximately,  accurately  enough  for  all  business  purposes,  accu- 
rately enough  for  your  purpose  here,  the  cost  of  any  single  transaction. 

Now,  in  the  year  ending  March  31,  1893,  I  think  that  is  right — we 
took  that  period  because  that  is  the  end  of  our  tax  year  in  this  State — 
for  the  year  ending  March  31,  1893,  our  average  payments  to  railroads 
in  the  State  of  Missouri  for  transportation  amounted  to  fifty- three  per 
cent  of  our  gross  earnings,  both  interstate  and  intrastate.  Upon  the 
Wabash  railroad  and  the  Missouri  Pacific  railroad  we  paid  just  fifty 
per  cent  by  contract.  But  we  have  some  other  roads  in  the  State  with 
which  we  do  not  have  that  kind  of  a  contract.  We  have  a  contract  to 
pay  a  certain  per  cent,  and  with  a  guarantee  that  the  amount  shall 
reach  a  certain  sum  per  month.  The  business  falling  short,  we  have  to 
make  the  guarantee  good.  This  makes  the  average  fifty-three  percent 
for  the  year.  It  is  not  always  the  same.  Of  course  with  the  Wabash 
and  Missouri  Pacific  it  is  the  same  as  long  as  the  contract  lasts.  But 
this  average  will  fluctuate  with  the  volume  of  business  on  the  other 
roads.  If  the  business  should  increase  very  much,  it  might  bring 
it  below  fifty-three  per  cent  or  even  below  fifty  per  cent ;  but  last 
year  it  was  fifty-three  per  cent  because  of  our  business  falling 
short  on  these  roads.  Then  we  find  for  the  same  period  that 
the  operating  expenses  within  the  State,  based  upon  the  whole  system 
(because  we  cannot  find  it  in  any  other  way,  and  it  would  not  be  fair 
for  us  to  attempt  to  confine  it  to  this  State  because  we  have  right  on 
the  borders  of  the  State,  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  both  large  and  ex- 
pensive offices,  whose  expenses  contribute  to  the  business  done  out- 
side of  the  State  very  largely),  but  based  on  the  cost  of  operating  for 
the  whole  system,  and  applying  the  ratio  of  operating  expenses  to  the 
gross  earnings  to  the  earnings  in  Missouri,  we  find  the  cost  of  operat- 
ing was  forty-two  and  one-half  per  cent  for  the  same  period.  Then 
you  take,  in  this  State,  one  and  one-fourth  per  cent  for  taxation  upon 
our  gross  earnings  within  the  State.  So  that  we  find  for  the  business 
within  the  State  for  the  period  ending  March  31,  1893,  the  actual  cost 
to  us,  including  payments  to  railroad  companies,  operating  expenses 
and  taxation,  but  not  including  whatever  local  taxes  there  may  be,  the 
cost  was  ninety-six  and  three-fourths  per  cent  of  the  gross  earnings, 
leaving  us  but  three  and  one-fourth  per  cent  for  net  earnings  upon  the 
business  done  in  this  State,  and  that  amount,  based  upon  our  gross  in- 
trastate earnings  within  the  State,  which  were  $356,000  ( I  have  com- 
puted this  at  three  and  three-fourths  per  cent  when  it  really  ought  to 
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be  three  and  one-fourth  ),  but  taking  it  at  three  and  three-fourths  per 
cent,  it  amounts  to  only  813,366.46  for  our  total  net  earnings  upon 
gross  intrastate  business. 

Gentlemen,  that  is  just  as  fair,  just  as  honest,  and  just  as  true  a 
statement  as  it  is  possible  to  make  of  this  business  from  the  books  kept 
by  the  company  for  its  own  information,  for  its  own  guidance,  for  its 
own  information  in  the  conduct  and  control  of  its  business,  as  it  is 
possible  to  make.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say,  of  course,  that  it  is  mathe- 
matically and  to  a  fraction  correct,  but  it  is  so  nearly  correct  that  there 
is  no  conceivable  purpose  for  which  anybody  would  want  to  know  our 
net  earnings  within  this  State,  that  it  would  not  be  sufficiently  correct. 
Any  person  buying  our  business,  or  any  person  buying  stock  in  our 
company,  or  taking  any  kind  of  interest  in  it,  any  man  making  a  large 
investment,  would  be  satisfied  with  such  information,  with  information 
obtained  in  that  way  as  being  correct  and  true. 

Now,  I  have  heard  it  said  that  there  has  been  proposed  a  reduc- 
tion of  thirty  per  cent  or  more  ;  another  proposed  reduction  of  twenty 
per  cent,  and  another  of  ten.  There  is  not  a  single  express  carrier  in 
this  State  that  is  earning  ten  per  cent  upon  its  intrastate  business.  I 
do  not  believe  there  is  a  single  gentleman  here  today  that  can  make  a 
showing  of  more  than  six  per  cent,  and  he  cannot  make  that  for  the 
business  done  during  the  year  ending  March  31  at,  1893.  For  the  ensuing 
year  the  showing  will  be  even  less  than  that.  Our  operating  expenses 
for  the  month  of  July  rose  from  forty-two  and  one-half  per  cent  to 
forty-three  and  one-third:  and  in  August  it  rose  to  forty  five  and  one- 
half  per  cent ;  and  we  will  be  glad  if  at  the  end  of  this  year  we  can 
show  that  our  operating  expenses  are  not  fifty  per  cent  of  our  gross 
earnings.  Not  because  operating  expenses  have  or  will  increase,  but 
because  the  gross  earnings  h«we  and  will  decrease.  I  say  this  in  all 
candor  and  sincerity;  we  will  be  glad  it  at  the  end  of  the  year  we  can 
show  our  operating  expenses  are  not  fifry  per  cent  of  our  gross  earnings. 

We  had  one  month,  not  long  ago,  during  which,  upon  the  whole 
system,  at  that  time  maintaining  i!250  offices,  extending  over  more  than 
20,000  miles  of  railway,  employing  thousands  of  men  and  expending 
millions  of  dollars  in  salaries,  we  earned  only  $160  and  some  cents,  net, 
because  of  the  falling  off  of  our  business.  At  St.  Louis  office  alone — 
there  we  have  a  joint  office  with  the  United  States  Express  Company — 
but  for  those  two  companies,  in  the  St.  Louis  office  alone,  for  the  month 
of  August,  1893,  the  decrease  in  business  was  $18,253.29.  Now  that 
was  not  due  to  any  local  causes;  it  was  not  due  to  any  mismanage- 
ment. But  it  was  due  to  the  general  decline  of  business  that  is  affect- 
ing every  interest  all  over  the  country,  and  will  continue  for  some 
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months  at  least,  and  probably  longer.  So  I  expect  that  at  the  expira- 
tion of  this  year,  March  31,  1894,  we  shall  not  be  able  to  show  a  single 
dollar  in  net  earnings  on  this  whole  system.  If  we  are  able  to  show 
more  we  will  be  agreeably  disappointed. 

Now  you  understand,  of  course,  that  your  jurisdiction  extends  to 
nothing  but  the  intrastate  business.  It  is  this  that  you  are  to  regulate 
if  you  do  anything.  It  is  of  that  you  are  to  ascertain  whether  or  not 
we  are  doing  it  at  fair  and  reasonable  rates  to  the  public.  But  if  I 
could  show  you — if  these  express  companies  could  show — that  we  are 
doing  this  business  at  very  much  less  than  any  company  doing  the  intra- 
state business  alone  could  possibly  do  it,  I  think  that  would  certainly 
be  a  very  strong  argument  in  favor  of  the  reasonableness  of  our  rates. 
Certainly,  it  would  show  that  the  people  of  this  State  are  benefited, 
that  they  would  not  get  from  a  company  doing  an  exclusive  intrastate 
business. 

Now,  I  undertake  to  say  that  a  company  starting  in  this  State  to 
do  exclusively  intrastate  business  could  not  live  for  24  hours  upon  our 
rates.  If  they  had  every  facility  that  we  have,  furnished  without  a 
dollar  of  capital,  nothing  to  do  at  all  but  to  take  up  the  business  as  we 
should  leave  it,  nothing  to  do  but  keep  the  plant  in  condition  and  pay 
operating  expenses  and  the  railroad  companies,  they  could  not  live  for 
24  hours.  They  never  would  see  a  single  day  that  they  would  make 
expenses.  That  is  proven  when  you  look  at  the  cost  of  the  business. 
We  have  disbursed  in  the  State  of  Missouri  for  the  year  ending  March 
31,  1893,  not  including  payment  to  railroad  companies,  $471,783.18,  and 
$355,438.25  of  that  was  for  salaries  paid  to  the  people  of  your  State 
who  are  in  our  employ — only  $1000  less  than  the  gross  amount  of 
our  intrastate  earnings.  Please  note  the  fact  that  we  disbursed  more 
in  this  State  than  we  received.  But  we  do  not  claim  from  the  mere 
fact  that  we  disbursed  more  than  we  received,  from  that  fact  we  do  not 
pretend  to  say  that  we  did  not  make  some  net  earnings  in  this  State. 
We  made  about  $13,000  on  our  intrastate  business,  as  already  stated,, 
and  about  the  same  on  interstate  business.  By  uniting  these  two 
kinds  of  business  and  doing  both  with  the  same  men  and  the  same 
wagon  and  office  expenses,  we  reduce  the  expenses  of  each,  and  it 
leaves  us  a  profit.  But  if  we  had  to  do  our  interstate  without  the  in- 
trastate business  we  would  not  make  a  cent.  Or  if  we  had  to  do  our 
intrastate  without  the  interstate  business,  the  same  would  be  true.  It 
would  not  be  possible  for  either  one  alone  to  pay  expenses  for  a  single1 
day.  I  will  leave  this  statement  with  you,  as  it  shows  the  total  dis- 
bursements within  the  State  for  the  year  ending  March  31, 1893. 


417 


Now,  gentlemen,  of  course  it  would  be  idle  for  me  to  tell  you  that 
we  are  going  to  do  this  business  for  any  considerable  time  at  a  loss  in 
this  State,  or  any  other  state.  You  know  that  already.  You  do  not 
expect  us  to.  The  people  of  your  S:ate  do  not  expect  us  to.  What- 
ever controversy  there  is  on  this  subject  arises  out  of  a  misunder- 
standing as  to  the  profits  of  the  business.  The  people,  or  some  of 
them,  think  we  are  making  a  great  deal  mare  money  than  we  are.  If 
we  tell  you  that  last  year,  1892,  which  was  one  of  the  best  years  we 
ever  had — if  the  people  understood  we  were  only  making  three  and 
one-fourth  per  cent  on  our  gross  earnings,  they  would  not  complain 
about  our  charges,  or  think  that  profits  were  large. 

2s' ow  there  is  just  one  of  three  things  for  us  to  do,  if  there  is  a 
great  reduction  made  here  of  our  rates — a  reduction  made  that  will 
wipe  out  this  three  and  one-fourth  per  cent.#  We  cannot  do  it  without 
some  profit.  We  will  either  be  compelled  to  go  out  of  the  business  of 
intrastate  carriage  (although,  as  I  have  shown,  we  cannot  dispense  with 
either  one  and  carry  on  the  other  with  profit),  but  if  the  worst  comes  to 
the  worst  we  would  be  compelled  to  abandon  it  in  order  to  avoid  loss  ; 
or,  we  will  be  compelled  to  add  ihe  loss  to  the  intrastate  business,  which 
would  be  giving  a  portion  of  your  people  a  benefit  and  putting  a  burden 
on  the  other  portion,  which  would  not  do  the  State  any  good ;  or,  we 
can  reduce  the  salaries  of  the  men  we  employ.  A  reduction  of  ten 
per  cent  on  the  salaries  of  the  men  we  employ  in  this  State  will  about 
cover  a  reduction  of  ten  per  cent  on  our  intrastate  rates,  because  our 
gross  intrastate  earnings  for  the  last  year  were  but  $1000  more  than 
the  amount  we  paid  in  salaries  within  the  State  for  the  same  period. 
But  in  that  case,  while  some  people  would  applaud  your  action  and  say 
you  had  served  the  State,  other  people  would  receive  an  injury.  The 
men  whose  salaries  were  reduced  would  receive  an  injury.  We  do  not 
want  to  be  compelled  to  reduce  the  salaries  of  our  men.  But  you  can 
see  we  will  be  compelled  by  the  law  of  self-preservation  to  do  one  thing 
or  the  other,  in  the  event  this  Board  adopts  such  a  rule  as  will  wipe 
out  this  profit  and  produce  a  loss. 

Now,  gentlemen,  what  I  have  said  in  regard  to  this  question  1 
have  said  with  the  utmost  sincerity.  We  stand  ready  to  establish  it 
by  proof  that  would  be  acceptable  in  any  court  of  justice,  be  believed 
anywhere,  be  accepted  by  business  men  anywhere;  and  it  seems  to  me 
absolutely  impossible  to  get  away  from  the  conclusion  that  the  propo- 
sition I  started  with  is  true.  You  cannot  reason  yourselves  away  from 
it.  You  cannot  see  any  way  to  avoid  it  at  all.  Our  rates  are  phenome- 
nally low. 
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But,  if  you  will  bear  with  me  a  few  minutes  more,  I  shall  under- 
take to  show  you  by  s6me  practical  illustrations  that  the  charges  made 
in  this  State  are  reasonable;  and  what  I  shall  say  will  apply  to  all  of 
the  companies'  rates,  because  they  are  all  substantially  the  same.  Com- 
petition is  the  best  regulator  of  rates.  Everybody  understands  that, 
where  it  exists.  Many  people  think  there  is  no  competition,  because 
public  thought  has  been  completely  debauched  upon  that  subject 
within  the  last  few  years,  until  men  now,  who  are  reasonable  in  ordi- 
nary matters,  seem  to  think  there  is  no  competition  at  all  unless  there 
is  a  disastrous  cutting  of  rates  ;  unless  they  see  two  or  more  com- 
panies cutting  each  other's  throats,  carrying  disaster  and  ruin  to  the 
men  who  own  and  prosecute  the  business ;  unless  they  can  see  that 
sort  of  insane  and  foolish  policy  going  on,  they  think  there  is  no  com- 
petition. Have  you  not  observed  that  when  you  speak  to  the  average 
man  of  competition,  if  he  sees  two  companies  getting  along  without 
fighting  he  says  there  is  a  combination  between  them,  that  there  is  no 
competition  ?  But  that  is  not  true,  and  the  policy  of  the  state  should 
not  be  to  encourage  that  kind  of  management.  What  the  prosperity 
of  your  State  demands  is  a  reasonable,  fair,  just  competition,  which 
shall  produce  that  just  equilibrium  which  will  preserve  the  rights  and 
prosperity  of  all — the  companies  as  well  as  their  patrons  The  compa- 
nies themselves  are  just  as  important  to  the  prosperity  of  your  State 
as  the  people  who  patronize  them  are  to  the  successful  prosecution  of 
the  business  of  the  companies.  It  is  a  mutual  thing.  These  carrying 
companies  are  as  essential  to  business  prosperity  as  the  United  States 
mail  is. 

As  I  said  a  moment  ago,  people  generally  are  satisfied  with  our 
rates.  You  might  just  as  well]  go  into  a  large  dry-goods  store,  the 
store  of  a  man  or  firm  who  has  been  engaged  for  a  long  time  in  the 
business,  whose  business  has  grown  to  one  of  those  mammoth  stores 
you  see  in  Chicago  or  St.  Louis,  whose  store  is  crowded  and  thronged 
with  people  every  day,  and  say  to  him,  "the  people  are  all  complaining 
about  your  business,  the  people  are  all  complaining  about  you,  they 
say  you  cheat  them,  and  that  you  extort  from  them,"  as  to  say  to  these 
companies  that  the  people  of  the  State  of  Missouri  are  all  complain- 
ing of  their  business.  Why  the  very  fact  that  the  merchant  was  pros- 
pering, enlarging  his  business,  increasing  his  trade,  and  the  people 
were  thronging  there  seeking  an  opportunity  to  get  what  they  thought 
were  bargains,  would  be  a  conclusive  refutation  in  his  case.  And  I 
shall  show  to  you  that  the  fact  that  people  come  to  us  by  thousands 
and  hundreds  of  thousands  to  do  business  with  us,  though  other  ave- 
nues for  doing  the  business  are  open  to  them,  is  a  conclusive  refuta- 


419 


tion  of  the  charge  made  that  the  people  of  the  State  are  not  satisfied 
with  our  business. 

I  said  that  competition  was  the  best  regulator  of  rates,  where  it 
exists.  I  know  it  is  said  by  a  good  many  people  that  these  express 
companies  do  not  have  any  competition,  but  they  are  people  who  do 
not  know  or  understaud  the  situation.  Why,  gentlemen,  we  compete 
with  every  method  of  transportation  known  on  the  face  of  the  earth. 
We  compete  with  the  United  States  mail,  an  institution  which  is  not 
•established  for  the  purpose  of  making  money,  and  which  must  be  sup- 
ported by  an  appropriation  made  from  the  money  gathered  by  taxation. 
Each  year  produces  a  large  deficit,  and  it  is  the  boast  of  every  admin- 
istration that  it  renders  a  high  grade  of  service  at  an  incredibly  low 
rate.  We  compete  with  every  class  of  freight  carriers,  not  merely  with 
respect  to  matters  that  must  go  by  express,  for  I  am  not  basing  my 
argument  on  business  of  that  character,  where  the  interest  of  the  ship- 
per, the  stress  of  surrounding  circumstances,  may  compel  him  to  seek 
the  services  of  an  express  company.  If  that  was  all  the  business  we 
had,  it  might  be  said  we  had  little  or  no  competition.  But  that  is  a 
very  small  part  of  our  business.  Oar  rates  are  not  made  on  the  basis 
of  that  business.  Thv,y  are  made  with  reference  to  the  greater  volume 
of  business  in  respect  to  which  there  is  the  severest  kind  of  competi- 
tion, other  methods  of  transportation  affording  abundant  facilities. 

Take  the  case  of  a  package  weighing  one  pound.  The  United 
States  mail  is  open  for  the  transportation  of  such  a  package  as  that. 
It  was  made  so  by  the  Government  for  the  purpose  of  affording  the 
people  a  cheap  means  of  sending  a  package  of  that  kind.  It  is  not 
very  long  since  that  class  of  service  was  established.  When  it  was 
put  in  by  the  Government  it  took  an  immense  amount  of  business  from 
the  express  companies.  Last  year  there  were  more  than  150,000  pack- 
ages that  went  to  the  dead-letter  office —packages  that  had  been  mis- 
sent  or  had  no  address  or  a  defective  address.  These  packages  had 
to  be  destroyed  or  sold,  or  disposed  of  in  some  such  way.  Now,  when 
you  reflect  how  rare  it  is  that  a  package  in  the  mail  goes  to  the  dead- 
letter  office,  you  will  see  that  the  business  by  mail  must  necessarily  em- 
brace a  vast  number  of  packages.  That  package,  sent  by  mail,  cost  16 
cents,  and  that,  bear  in  mind,  without  registration.  If  registered,  it 
would  cost  10  cents  more  ;  making  26  cents.  The  person  sending  it 
must  take  it  to  the  office  and  deposit  it  there, and  prepay  the  postage. 
Then  the  person  to  whom  it  is  sent  must  call  at  the  office  for  it,  for,  as 
a  rule,  they  will  not  deliver  a  package  of  that  size ;  and  besides  that, 
there  is  absolutely  no  guarantee  against  loss.  If  the  package  is  lost, 
damaged  or  injured,  the  loss  falls  upon  the  person  who  owns  it.  The 
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Government  assumes  no  responsibility  whatever.  Now,  what  would  a 
person  sending  that  package  say  if  he  was  familiar  with  express  rates  f 
He  would  say,  "I  can  take  this  package  to  an  express  company,  any  of 
them,  and  I  can  send  it  to  any  place  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  between 
the  most  extreme  points,  over  any  number  of  lines,  for  25  cents.  Not 
only  that,  but  the  express  company  will  come  to  my  store  and  receive 
the  package ;  they  will  take  it  to  their  office  and  register  it,  or  bill  it, 
which  is  the  same  thing they  will  give  me  a  receipt  for  it ;  they  will 
carry  it  to  the  point  of  destination  and  deliver  it  to  the  consignee, 
which  the  Government  will  not  do — all  for  25  cents,  or  one  cent  less 
than  I  can  send  it  through  the  mail.  More  than  that,  if  the  package 
should  be  injured  the  express  company  will  pay  for  the  injury,  or,  if 
lost,  pay  for  the  package  up  to  the  sum  of  $50,  for  that  small  sum  of 
25  cents."  Now,  how  can  anybody  contend  that  there  is  no  com- 
petition, and  that  express  companies  are  unreasonably  high  on  this 
class  of  business. 

Take  a  two-pound  package.  That  can  go  by  mail  also.  By  ex- 
press between  any  two  points  in  this  State  it  would  cost  30  cents.  By 
mail  it  would  cost  32  cents,  or  if  registered,  42  cents.  Yet  you  have 
the  additional  responsibility  assumed  by  the  express  company,  free 
collection  and  free  delivery,  if  carried  by  express. 

Take  another  case.  Here  is  a  person  in  St.  Louis  who  gets  a  silk 
dress  pattern,  which  weighs  about  a  pound  and  a  half.  He  can  send 
that  by  mail.  It  will  cost  24  cents  without  registration ;  without  in- 
surance; without  any  free  collection  or  free  delivery.  He  must  pack 
it  in  such  a  way  that  it  will  not  be  crushed  or  iujured  in  the  mail-bags. 
He  can  send  it  by  freight  to  any  place  in  the  State  for  25  cents. 
But  if  he  sends  it  by  freight  an  ordinary  wrapping  paper  would  not  be 
sufficient  protection.  It  might  get  down  on  the  car  floor  or  under  a 
box  and  get  rubbed  and  worn  or  even  destroyed.  It  would  not  be 
safe  to  send  that  kind  of  goods  by  freight  in  wrapping  paper.  He 
would  have  to  put  it  in  a  wooden  box  ;  that  would  cost  something — 
about  15  cents,  I  suppose.  Then  if  he  send.s  it  by  freight  he  will  have 
to  send  it  to  the  depot.  When  it  arrives  at  its  destination  the  depot 
agent  will  deposit  a  card  in  the  postoffice  telling  the  consignee  to  call 
for  it,  and  he  will  have  to  go  or  send  to  the  depot  for  it.  If  he  takes 
this  package  to  an  express  company  any  ordinary  wrapper  is  sufficient, 
because  from  the  time  the  express  company  receives  it  they  have  it 
under  personal  supervision  until  they  deliver  it  to  the  consignee  at 
point  of  destination  ;  and  this,  bear  in  mind,  is  a  very  important  and 
valuable  part  of  the  service  we  render. 
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The  Pacific  Express  Company  alone  has  514  messengers  in  its 
employ,  to  whom  it  pays  salaries  averaging  almost  $900  per  year,  and, 
to  whom  in  1892  it  paid  nearly  8500,000  tor  this  branch  of  our  service, 
useful  and  advantageous  to  our  patrons,  and  which  is  not  afforded  by 
any  other  means  or  method  of  transportation.  If  you  put  a  package 
in  thft  mail  it  is  thrown  into  a  mail-bag  with  all  the  other  mail  matter 
locked  up,  and  possibly  thrown  off  at  the  station  with  the  train  run- 
ning at  the  rate  of  40  miles  an  hour.  If  you  deliver  it  to  an  express 
company  it  is  handled  with  care  from  the  time  it  is  taken  until  deliv- 
ered, and  you  have  absolute  insurance  or  responsibility  for  the  value 
of  the  package.  For  any  one-pound  package  within  the  State  the  rate 
is  25  cents,  if  the  value  of  the  package  is  not  above  $50;  but  if  above 
$50  value,  then  we  charge  an  additional  5  cents,  and  above  $100  an  ad- 
ditional 10  cents.  The  party  sending  this  package  of  silk  would  say 
to  himself,  this  is  worth  840  or  850.  1  can  wrap  it  up  in  any  kind  of 
paper,  hand  it  to  the  express  company,  and  they  will  deliver  it  person- 
ally to  the  consignee.  The  charge  would  only  be  30  cents,  as  com- 
pared with  24  cents  by  mail  and  25  cents  by  freight.  If  it  is  injured 
•or  lost  they  will  be  liable  to  me  for  the  loss. 

Now  you  can  see,  gentlemen,  that  the  service  we  perform  for  the 
public  is  a  very  different  service  from  that  performed  by  the  United 
States  mail,  and  very  different  from  that  performed  by  freight  carriers. 
It  is  a  more  valuable  service,  more  expensive  to  us,  more  convenient 
for  the  people,  more  valuable  to  them  in  their  business,  safer  for  them, 
and  more  satisfactory  in  all  respects.  If  it  was  not,  they  would  not 
patronize  us.  Your  people  want  this  service  that  we  have  to  sell;  they 
want  the  additional  value;  and  I  say  without  the  least  hesitation, 
speaking  generally  with  reference  to  the  vast  majority  of  your  people, 
that  they  appreciate  and  understand  the  value  of  it,  and  they  do  not 
complain.  We  know  that  by  actual  contact  with  them,  just  as  any 
business  man  may  know  that  the  people  with  whom  he  deals  are  satis- 
fied with  his  methods  and  prices.  Your  people  come  to  us  for  this 
service — not  because  they  are  compelled  to,  but  because  it  is  their 
choice,  and  because  they  have  a  perfect  freedom  of  choice  we  are  com- 
pelled to  make  the  business  satisfactory  to  them  in  order  to  get  the 
business. 

Let  me  give  you  another  illustration:  You  understand  that  we 
have  different  classifications.  There  is  a  large  proportion  of  our  traffic 
that  comes  under  the  head  of  "General  Specials."  Mr.  Fuller  tells  me 
that  it  amounts  to  about  fifty  per  cent  of  our  whole  business  in  this 
State.  Under  this  head  we  have  vegetables,  dressed  meat,  butter, 
eggs,  etc.    The  object  of  that  is  to  encourage  and  build  up  the  business. 


422 


We  have  built  up  markets  where  there  were  uoue  a  few  years  ago,  and 
where  there  could  not  have  been  except  for  these  facilities.  Take  a 
shipment  of  dressed  beef,  for  instance,  from  Kansas  City  to  Jefferson 
City.  We  will  call  it  1000  pounds  for  the  sake  of  round  numbers.  Say 
it  is  to  two  or  three  consignees.  The  rate  from  Kansas  City  is  90 
cents  a  hundred ;  the  whole  charge  on  the  1000  pounds  will  be  $9.  We 
pay  the  railroad  company  50  per  cent,  or  $4.50;  we  pay  42^,  but  for 
convenience  say  40  per  cent  for  operating  expenses,  or  $3.60  for  oper- 
ating expenses,  and  one  and  one-fourth  per  cent  taken  in  this  State  for 
taxation.  What  does  it  leave  us  for  profit?  I  think  about  80  cents.  It 
is  between  70  or  80  cents  for  net  earnings.  Yet  we  take  that  meat  in 
Kansas  City,  carry  it  to  our  car  and  load  it  there  ;  transport  it  to  Jeffer- 
son City;  deliver  it  immediately  on  its  arrival,  directly  from  the  train, 
to  two  or  three  consignees,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  that  is  the  sum 
total  of  profit.  You  could  not  get  one  of  your  express  or  draymen 
here  to  perform  the  service  of  taking  that  meat  from  the  depot  to  three 
or  four  consignees  for  that.  The  collection  and  delivery  of  goods  alone 
would  cost  more  if  done  »by  private  individuals  than  the  total  amount 
of  profit  we  receive. 

Take  a  shipment  of  oysters  from  St.  Louis  to  this  place — call  it 
one  thousand  pounds — and  a  shipment  of  that  size  to  a  place  of  this 
size  would  probably  have  to  be  delivered  to  four  or  five  consignees. 
The  rate  on  100  pounds  is  75  cents,  and  on  this  1000  pounds  would 
be  $7.50.  Fifty  per  cent  of  that  must,  go  to  the  railroad  ;  take  40  per 
cent  for  operating  expenses  again,  and  11  per  cent  for  taxes,  and  we 
would  have  between  60  and  70  cents  for  profit,  notwithstanding  we 
collect  these  oysters  in  St.  Louis,  and  when  we  get  them  here,  deliver 
them  to  four  or  five  persons  at  their  places  of  business. 

All  that  business  can  be  done  by  freight,  except  in  some  seasons 
of  the  year,  and  in  some  sections  where  refrigerator  cars  are  not  run, 
when  a  dealer  might  not  feel  safe  in  having  them  sent  by  freight,  and 
he  would  be  compelled  to  patronize  an  express  company.  But  our 
rates  aie  not  made  for  that  period  or  governed  by  those  circumstances. 
Our  rates  are  made  with  reference  to  the  larger  volume  of  business 
that  might  be  done  by  freight,  and  we  make  it  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
it  away  from  the  freight  carriers.  We  do  take  it.  We  take  it  away 
from  all  carriers.  We  do  it  in  open  competition.  We  do  it  because 
our  rates  are  low  as  compared  with  the  value  of  the  service  we  render. 
To  save  your  lives  you  cannot  tell  why  the  people  patronize,  except  it 
be  because  our  rates  are  low  ;  there  is  absolutely  no  other  solution  for 
it.  except  upon  the  ground  that  we  render  a  service  worth  more  to 


423 


them,  and  worth  the  amount  we  charge,  because  90  per  cent  of  all  the 
business  we  do  can  be  done  by  other  methods. 

Now,  gentlemen,  I  might  give  you  almost  any  number  of  illustra- 
tions of  that  character.  Take  a  four-pound  package  sent  by  mail. 
The  postage  would  be  64  cents,  registered  10  cents  more,  or  74  cents, 
while  our  rates  would  be  only  GO  cents  between  extreme  points  in  this 
State.  Bear  in  mind  I  have  made  all  my  illustrations  on  rates  between 
extreme  points.  Our  rates  would  be  lower  for  shorter  distances,  until 
the  minimum  charge  was  reached. 

So  you  can  send  by  mail  by  putting  it  up  in  25  packages,  but  those 
25  different  packages  would  cost  816  if  sent  by  mail,  without  registra- 
tion, or  $18.50  if  registered;  while  we  would  carry  the  25  packages 
between  points  in  this  State  for  60  cents  each,  or  we  would  carry  the 
whole  if  packed  in  a  single  package  from  St.  Louis  to  Jefferson  City, 
or  similar  distance  throughout  the  State,  for  a  single  dollar. 

Now,  gentlemen,  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  necessary  for  me  to 
occupy  your  time  in  a  further  discussion  of  this  case.  It  is  some- 
times said,  however,  as  an  argument  or  reason,  for  a  reduction  of  rates 
by  the  advocates  of  it,  that  it  always  results  in  an  increase  of  business. 
It  is  true  that  if  the  reduction  was  sufficient  it  would  increase  the  busi- 
ness. But  it  is  obvious  that  it  would  have  to  be  much  greater  than 
any  profit  these  companies  are  making,  for  if  it  was  not  the  people 
would  not  regard  it  as  any  inducement.  I  presume  we  could  fill  our 
cars  from  floor  to  ceiling  if  we  could  make  the  rate  low  enough.  But 
it  is  one  thing  to  increase  the  business  by  reducting  rates,  and  an 
entirely  different  thing  to  increase  the  business  by  the  same  means  and 
at  the  same  time  make  the  business  self-sustaining  or  fairly  profitable. 
The  first  anybody  can  assure,  but  the  last  is  something  nobody  can 
assure  unless  hfc  has  had  long  experience  and  thorough  acquaintance 
with  every  detail  of  expense  in  the  business. 

Would  it  not  be  an  amazing  thing  if  the  managers  of  these  com- 
panies, who  have  grown  old  in  their  service,  who  are  perfectly  familiar 
with  all  the  details  that  go  to  make  up  the  cost  of  the  service,  men  who 
have  spent  their  whole  lives  in  a  studious  and  honest  endeavor  to 
develop  it,  who  have  learned  everything  that  can  be  learned  by  study, 
experience  and  application  through  a  whole  life-time,  who  have  passed 
through  every  grade  of  the  service,  from  the  humblest  to  the  highest — 
would  it  not  be  a  nazing,  I  ask,  if  these  men  had  not  considered  this 
question  and  acted  upon  it,  when  from  the  very  origin  of  the  business 
down  to  the  present  day,  the  greatest  incentive  they  have  had  has  been 
an  incentive  to  enlarge  and  multiply  the  business  ?  It  is  a  business,  as 
I  have  already  said,  made  up  of  small  profits,  and  the  secret  of  its  sue- 
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cess  consists  in  multiplying  and  extending  it.  Kow  with  this  fact  con- 
stantly before  these  men  who  have  spent  their  whole  lives  in  the 
development  of  this  business,  is  it  not  an  amazing  thing  that  they  have 
not  thought  that  by  reducing  rates  they  could  increase  the  business  ? 
Gentlemen,  they  have  not  overlooked  that.  The  rates  have  been 
decreased,  and  the  business  developed  to  enormous  proportions.  It 
has  been  developed  by  improving  the  service  which  we  render  to  the 
people  until  it  has  become  the  most  complete  and  perfect  service  in 
the  world.  I  will  not  except  any.  There  is  absolutely  nothing,  which, 
for  promptness,  efficiency,  certainty,  absolute  security,  and  the  all  but 
universal  satisfaction  it  gives  to  the  public,  can  be  compared  with  it. 

As  I  have  shown  you,  it  has  become  the  cheapest  service  in  the 
world,  and  just  as  essential  to  the  people  as  the  United  States  mail. 
We  sell  a  money  order,  payable  at  nearly  any  place  in  the  United  States, 
for  five  cents;  we  carry  a  package  of  money  not  exceeding  twenty 
dollars  to  any  point  in  the  United  States,  over  any  number  of  lines,  for 
fifteen  cents;  and  everywhere  in  every  line  and  branch  of  this  service 
I  challenge  you  to  produce  a  single  instance  in  which,  when  you  con- 
sider the  value  and  the  character  of  the  service  we  render,  when  you 
consider  the  additional  service  we  give  over  other  methods  of  trans- 
portation— I  challenge  the  production  of  a  single  instance  where  we 
are  not  the  cheapest.  The  success  of  this  business  depends  upon  that 
one  thing.  People  wont  have  it  unless  it  is  cheap.  We  are  bound  to 
make  it  cheap,  add  to  its  usefulness,  and  make  it  more  useful  and  more 
valuable  than  other  methods.  We  do  get  their  business.  We  get  it 
by  serving  the  public  efficiently,  by  doing  an  honest  and  fair  business 
with  them,  by  giving  them  a  dollar  of  value  for  every  dollar  we  take 
from  them.  We  accommodate  them.  We  are  friendly  to  them,  and 
they  are  friendly  to  us.  You  cannot  make  me  believe  ttfiat  the  people 
of  this  State,  or  the  people  of  any  state  in  the  United  States  are  un- 
friendly to  these  express  companies.  It  is  not  true.  There  is  not  the 
slightest  ground  for  such  a  charge. 

There  is  no  more  dissatisfaction  in  proportion  to  the  number  of 
people  we  come  in  contact  with  than  there  is  in  other  lines  of  business. 
Disagreements  do  occur  and  dissatisfaction  arises  sometimes.  Some- 
times we  get  a  fool  for  an  agent,  or  other  employe.  We  cannot  give 
personal  attention  to  all  these  servants,  or  personal  supervision  of 
their  business.  We  must  trust  it  to  others.  In  spite  of  everything 
we  can  possibly  do  we  will  be  sure  to  get  some  unfaithful  men,  some 
disrespectful  men,  some  men  who  will  offend  the  public,  some  arrogant, 
self  conceited  men  who  will  give  offense  without  occasion  for  it.  We 
do  not  intend  to  do  it.    It  does  not  help  our  business.    We  try  to 
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avoid  it,  but  we  cannot  do  this  vast  volume  of  business,  extending 
over  thousands  and  thousands  of  miles  of  territory,  and  dealing  with 
millions  of  people,  wilhout  some  such  occurrences  as  these  I  speak  of. 
But  we  reduce  them  to  a  minimum.  And,  gentlemen,  I  tell  you  when 
you  look  over  this  matter  carefully,  with  your  minds  free  from  anything 
like  prejudice,  you  will  agree  with  me  in  my  conclusion,  when  you  con- 
sider the  vast  number  of  people  we  do  business  with,  that  there  is  as 
little  trouble  between  us  and  the  public  as  there  is  between  the  people 
and  persons  engaged  in  other  lines  of  business. 

All  these  difficulties,  however  many  there  may  be,  and  I  know 
there  are  not  many,  arise  out  of  just  such  circumstances  as  I  have 
been  speaking  of.  They  are  unavoidable.  All  we  can  do  is  to  reduce 
them  to  a  minimum,  aiul  to  require  our  employes  to  do  everything 
in  their  power  to  reduce  them.  We  do  not  expect  to  get  rid  of  them 
entirely. 

Gentlemen,  I  thank  you  kindly  for  your  attention. 

Mr.  Agee:  Mr.  Mors  man,  I  wish  you  would  just  take  this  letter 
and  explain  that  matter  to  the  Board. 

Mr.  Morsman :  Here  is  a  package  shipped  from  Hannibal  to 
Chillicothe,  a  distance  of  about  120  miles,  and  of  $1  in  value,  and 
weight  four  pounds  and  tive  ounces.  He  was  charged  our  regular  rate 
of  40  cents.  As  suggested,  he  could  have  sent  his  package  by  freight 
or  by  mail.  By  mail  it  would  have  cost  him  09  cents.  He  would  have  to 
put  it  in  two  packages,  and  it  would  cost  09  cents  without  registration. 
The  government  buys  its  service  just  as  cheaply  as  we  do.  The  gov- 
ernment assumes  no  personal  supervision.  It  does  not  collect  the 
package  as  we  would  have  done  at  Hannibal,  and  it  does  not  deliver 
the  package  when  it  reaches  Ohiilicothe,  and  yet  the  government  finds 
it  necessary  to  charge  09  cents,  and  we  only  charged  40  cents  for  it.  A 
freight  carrier  would  have  charged  25  cents,  but  there  would  have 
been  no  free  collection  or  delivery.  Suppose  he  would  have  sent  it 
by  mail :  It  could  have  been  sent  that  way  with  perfect  safety.  Ordi- 
narily he  could  have  sent  it  by  freight,  so  far  as  time  is  concerned.  Of 
course  I  do  not  know  the  circumstances  surrounding  him  that  might 
have  made  it  necessary  to  send  "the  package  by  express.  Suppose  he 
did  undertake  to  send  it  by  freight :  The  minimum  charge  would  be 
25  cents.  At  this  end  of  the  line  it  would  have  to  be  sent  to  the 
depot.  When  it  arrived  at  Chillicothe,  he  would  have  to  go  to  the 
depot  himself  or  send  somebody  for  it.  Now  is  it  not  perfectly  plain 
that  he  was  receiving  a  better  service,  a  cheaper  service  than  he  would 
have  received  if  it  had  been  sent  by  freight,  and  that  that  m  ust  have  been 
the  motive  in  sending  it  by  express?  I  think  it  is  an  utterly  unreasona- 
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ble  complaint.  He  said  the  package  sent  was  only  worth  $1;  that  does 
not  make  any  difference.  We  cannot  carry  packages  at  less  than  the 
minimum  price.  I  know  of  a  man  who  sent  25  brick  to  Omaha;  he 
complained  because  the  express  charges  were  more  than  the  brick 
were  worth.  However,  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  have  those  brick 
in  Omaha  at  a  certain  time  to  be  used  as  samples.  He  could  have  sent 
them  by  freight,  but  they  would  not  be  handled  carefully,  so  he  sent 
them  by  express.  After  he  had  used  them  for  samples  they  had  no 
value.  They  had  accomplished  his  purpose,  and  then  he  complained 
that  the  express  charge  was  too  high.  But  the  fact  that  the  brick  were 
not  worth  anything  after  he  was  through  with  them  was  no  reason 
that  the  express  charges  were  too  high.  The  same  thing  applies  in 
this  case. 

Mr.  Shepherd:  I  would  simply  say  for  the  United  States  Express 
Company  that  the  expense  of  doing  our  business  during  the  last  year 
averaged  99?  per  cent.  It  is  not  necessary  to  go  over  all  the  details,, 
because  what  is  true  of  one  company  is  true  of  all. 

There  is  a  complaint  here  of  a  man  shipping  chickens.  In  all  my 
experience  doing  business  in  Missouri,  the  only  complaints  I  have  seen 
have  been  about  carrying  fancy  chickens,  dogs,  cats,  hogs,  or  some- 
thing of  that  kind.  Now,  we  carry  a  lot  of  fancy  chickens;  we  charge 
three  times  the  regular  rate.  We  took  a  lot  of  fancy  chickens  going  to 
Indianapolis  to  a  chicken  show,  and  by  some  carelessness  they  were 
damaged  and  we  had  to  pay  $200  for  those  five  chickens.  I  mean  we 
charge  double  merchandise  rate  for  transporting  these  fancy  chickens* 
For  ordinary  chickens  for  the  market  we  charge  just  the  regular  rate, 

A  few  years  ago  we  charged  double  merchandise  rate  on  hogs,, 
but  we  have  reduced  that  now.  Then,  just  look  at  the  trouble  these 
things  are  to  handle.  We  have  to  feed  and  water  them,  place  them 
where  they  can  get  air,  and  take  the  very  best  of  care  of  them.  Then, 
when  we  charge  the  regular  rates  they  complain  about  it;  but  they  do 
not  complain  because  we  take  all  this  extra  care  of  them. 

We  shipped  a  hog  from  Jacksonville  to  Minneapolis.  That  hog 
weighed  600  pounds.  He  died,  and  we  had  to  pay  the  man  $50  just  to 
satisfy  him,  although  the  hog  died  from  heat. 

That  is  about  all  the  complaints  we  ever  get — complaints  from 
people  in  this  kind  of  business.  About  all  the  other  complaints  come 
from  over  charges  which  can  be  corrected.  As  Mr.  Morsman  said, 
we'get  hold  of  some  fool  for  an  agent,  and  he  over-charges  some  per- 
son, but  if  complaint  is  made  that  is  quickly  settled  up. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  We  have  had  some  complaint  about  the  rates  on 
butter,  eggs  and  one  thing  and  another  of  that  kind.    They  complain 
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of  the  rates  being  changed  from  month  to  month,  so  that  they  can 
never  tell  just  what  a  shipment  will  cost  them. 

Mr.  Shepherd  :    I  never  heard  of  anything  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  You  have  been  in  the  habit  of  changing  your 
rates — 

Mr.  Andrews  :  That  is  accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  the  business 
exists  at  one  time  and  does  not  exist  at  another.  Sometimes  there  is 
none  of  this  kind  of  business  to  go.  You  take  up  one  of  our  monthly 
reports,  which  shows  the  business  of  a  certain  office.  Here  is  the 
cause  of  it.  Here  are  rates  that  are  not  used  any  more.  They  were 
made  for  a  certain  shipper,  and  to  accommodate  all  there  might  be  of 
his  kind.  When  we  begin  to  investigate,  we  find  that  this  man  has 
moved  or  gone  out  of  business,  or  something  of  that  kind,  and  there  is 
no  further  use  for  that  rate.  We  always  make  special  rates  if  we  can 
afford  to  do  so,  when  we  are  asked. 

Mr.  Shepherd  :  Suppose  there  was  a  reduction  of  twenty-five  per 
cent  on  poultry,  eggs,  etc. :  Who  does  it  benefit  f  Do  they  sell  it  any 
cheaper  ?  Who  does  get  the  benefit  ?  Nobody  but  the  shipper.  You 
know  you  will  have  to  pay  just  the  same  for  it  when  you  go  to  the 
market  to  buy  it.    It  does  not  benefit  the  people. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  Mr.  Fuller,  you  are  superintendent  of  the  Pacific 
Express  Company? 

Mr.  Fuller  :    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  That  is  a  correct  statement  of  your  business  f 
( referring  to  paper  filed  by  Mr.  Morsman  ). 

Mr.  Fuller  :  Yes,  sir,  as  near  as  it  can  be  made.  It  is  sworn  to 
by  our  Auditor. 

Mr.  Shepherd  :  I  want  to  say  that  I  do  not  know  of  any  case 
where  a  man  has  had  a  just  complaint,  but  that  complaint  has  been 
taken  up  by  the  company  and  settled  to  the  satisfaction  of  all.  When 
a  man  makes  a  complaint  or  a  request,  we  always  try  to  satisfy  him. 

Mr.  Fuller :  You  were  speaking  of  the  reducing  of  rates  from 
month  to  month.  That  has  not  been  the  principle  of  our  company  at 
all.    We  have  reduced  rates  whenever  we  found  we  could  do  so. 

Mr.  Shepherd :  Take  the  merchandise  rate  from  St.  Louis  to 
Chicago,  which  is  $1.50,  and  to  Kansas  City  is  $1.50  :  The  special  rate 
from  St.  Louis  to  Chicago  is  $1.25,  while  the  special  rate  to  Kansas 
City,  the  same  distance,  is  $1.00.  So  the  State  of  Missouri  gets  better 
rates  than  the  State  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Agee :  I  do  not  feel  that  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  add  any- 
thing to  what  Mr.  Morsman  has  said  on  this  subject.  I  have  a  state- 
ment here  showing  that  the  Southern  Express  Company  has  paid  taxes 
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on  $9900  worth  of  business  done  within  the  State  of  Missouri  during 
the  year  ending  April  1,  1893.  Our  total  business  done  within  the 
State  has  already  been  furnished  you  by  our  General  Auditor,  Mr.  Lupe. 
He  has  furnished  ine  with  a  statement  which  I  believe  to  be  correct, 
showing  that  our  entire  net  earnings  to  be  $1070.88.  We  occupy  the 
Kansas  City,  Fort  Scott  &  Memphis  and  Current  River  railroads  in  this 
State.  I  believe  there  are  no  complaints  filed  here  against  our  com- 
pany. It  seems  to  me  the  idea  of  the  Commissioners  was  when  we 
*were  here  before  to  reduce  rates  on  special  commodities.  On  our  lines 
are  located  the  largest  peach  orchard  and  strawberry  patch  in  Missouri. 
I  quote  our  rates  at  $1  per  100  on  car-load  lots  and  $1.25  on  less  than 
car-load  lots.  We  got  a  special  permit  from  the  railroad  company  to 
allow  us  to  charge  $1  per  100.  Oar  contract  would  not  allow  us  to  do 
that,  and  we  had  to  get  this  special  permit.  I  dare  say  our  fruit  rates 
are  the  cheapest  in  the  world — $L25  per  100  for  less  tban  car-load  lots 
for  a  distance  of  340  miles,  as  against  $1.50  just  east  of  the  river,  and 
$1.75  to  Cincinuati,  a  distance  of  only  400  miles. 

If  it  was  any  hardship  to  these  fruit  growers  they  certainly  would 
file  complaints  here.  They  know  this  business  is  in  your  hands.  If 
we  were  not  treating  our  patrons  in  that  fruit  region  about  Olden  and 
Oedar  Gap,  if  our  rates  were  not  fair,  they  certainly  would  file  their 
complaints  here  against  us.  We  have  been  doing  business  with  them 
for  seven  or  eight  years.  We  could  bring  them  here  to  day  and  they 
would  testify  that  they  were  perfectly  satisfied.  General  Nettleton 
^nd  myself  have  had  frequent  conferences  with  them.  Indeed  they 
named  the  rates.  They  were  made  at  the  instance  of  the  fruit  growers. 
I  think  you  will  find  that  those  rates  are  not  only  satisfactory,  but  they 
are  cheaper  than  can  be  found  in  any  state  or  territory  in  the  west. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  What  kind  of  a  contract  have  you  with  the  rail- 
road companies  ? 

Mr.  Agee :  We  pay  the  railroads  a  per  cent.  On  some  lines  we 
pay  60  per  cent ;  some  lines  45  per  cent  and  40  per  cent. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :    What  do  you  pay  the  Gulf  road? 

Mr.  Agee  :  I  do  not  know  exactly,  but  I  think  40  per  cent  and  a 
guarantee. 

Mr.  Morsman  :  That  guarantee  almost  always  brings  it  up  to  50 
X>er  cent  or  more. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  What  kind  of  contracts  has  the  Pacific  Express 
Company  1 

Mr.  Morsman :  As  I  said  before,  we  pay  the  Wabash  and  Mis- 
souri Pacific  railroads  50  per  cent;  to  another  road  we  pay  40  per  cent 
and  a  guarantee  of  $500;  to  another  road  we  pay  40  per  cent  and  $G50. 


429 


We  would  rather  pay  50  per  cent  without  a  guarantee  than  40  per  cent 
with  a  guarantee. 

Mr.  Agee  :  I  will  gay  another  thing  :  AYe  are  carrying  lire  poul- 
try to  Xew  Orleans,  La.,  a  distance  of  600  miles,  at  a  cost  of  $1.50  a 
100  pounds. 

Mr.  Hickman  :  What  do  you  charge  per  case  from  Olden  to  Kan- 
sas City? 

Mr.  Agee  :  In  car-load  lots  we  charge  33i  cents  a  case,  or  $1  a 
100,  allowing  three  cases  to  the  100  pounds.  We  give  the  Olden  Fruit 
Company  a  rate  of  81  for  100  pounds  on  car-load  lots. 

Mr.  Hickman  :    How  many  cases  will  a  car  hold  ? 

Mr.  Agee :    500  or  000  cases — about  500  cases. 

Mr.  Cowgill :    Can  you  haul  600  cases  in  one  car  ? 

Mr.  Agee :    Yes,  sir,  I  think  we  could ;  in  some  cars  we  could. 

Mr.  Hennessey:    Do  you  ship  many  car-loads  ? 

Mr.  Agee:  No,  sir,  I  am  sorry  to  say  we  did  very  little  business 
there  last  year,  as  the  fruit  was  all  killed  by  frost.  They  did  not  ship 
a  car-load  every  day,  by  any  means. 

Mr.  Cowgill :    That  would  be  about  8200  a  car  ? 

Mr.  Agee  :    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hickman :    What  is  your  rate  from  Lutesville  to  St.  Louis  ? 
Mr.  Fuller:    75  cents. 

Mr.  Hickman  :    You  have  reduced  the  rate? 

Mr.  Fuller  :  Last  year  it  was  a  dollar  a  hundred,  but  this  year,  I 
think,  it  is  75  cents.    That  is  my  recollection  of  it. 

Mr.  Shepherd  :    Your  schedule  of  rates  on  file  here  will  show. 

Mr.  Fuller :  I  know  we  have  made  the  rate  low,  in  order  to 
encourage  and  build  up  the  business. 

Mr.  Agee  :  General  Xettleton  has  been  very  anxious  to  foster  and 
build  up  the  fruit  business  on  our  lines,  and  has  had  frequent  confer- 
ences with  the  people  in  that  district,  and  then  with  the  railroad  com- 
pany to  get  them  to  allow  us  to  make  that  $1  rate  to  Kansas  City. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  Mr.  Calhoun,  you  represent  the  Adams  Express 
Company,  I  believe.  What  kind  of  contracts  do  you  have  with  the 
railroads  ? 

Mr.  Calhoun  :  We  operate  a  part  of  the  Kansas  City,  Fort  Scott 
&  Memphis,  from  Springfield,  Mo.,  north.  We  pay  the  road  40  per  cent 
of  our  gross  earnings  with  a  guarantee  which  we  never  fill.  We  always 
have  to  pay  them  more  than  40  per  cent.  It  practically  brings  it  up  to 
about  50  per  cent.  We  also  operate  the  Burlington  lines  in  this  State. 
I  do  not  know  what  our  contract  is  with  them.  It  is  out  of  my  terri- 
tory.   I  imagine  it  is  somewhere  ne.ir  that  figure.    I  have  no  statement 
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with  me  here  today.  I  wrote  to  our  manager  for  a  statement,  and  he 
replied  that  our  auditor  was  east  on  his  vacation,  but  when  he  returned 
he  would  have  it  for  you.  We  did  not  care  to  trust  anybody  else  to  do 
it,  as  that  is  his  business.  We  wanted  it  to  be  correct.  I  will  say  that 
we  do  business  just  as  the  other  companies  do.  We  have  the  same 
expense.  It  costs  us  just  as  much  for  the  railroads,  salaries,  station- 
ery, etc.,  as  it  costs  these  other  companies,  and  our  profits  are  about 
the  same. 

Mr.  Andrews :  I  wish  to  say  for  the  Wells,  Fargo  &  Co.  that  we 
operate  the  Santa  Fe  system,  which  includes  the  St.  Louis  &  San 
Francisco.  We  have  only  been  operating  on  the  Frisco  line  since  the 
first  of  last  August.  We  pay  for  these  lines  a  heavy  guarantee,  which 
was  renewed  in  our  contract  the  first  of  last  January.  Any  statement 
made  up  showing  the  business  of  last  year  would  be  no  criterion  of 
our  business  now.  I  have  no  detailed  statement  prepared,  and  I  am 
informed  that  it  would  be  utterly  impossible  to  prepare  a  statement 
showing  our  earnings  and  expenses  in  Missouri  by  the  time  of  this 
meeting.  I  am  authorized  to  say  that  we  are  operating  these  lines  at 
a  heavy  loss.  We  have  no  profits  at  all.  In  fact,  we  have  a  loss  of 
more  than  31  per  cent.  Last  year  during  the  five  months  we  operated 
on  the  Frisco  lines  our  guarantee  amounted  to  60  per  cent  of  our  gross 
receipts;  our  cost  of  operating  it  was  48  per  cent;  oar  loss  8  per  cent. 
But  since  the  first  of  January  it  is  all  one  system. 

On  the  Santa  Fe  proper,  between  Chicago  and  Kansas  City,  we 
paid  them  50  per  cent;  our  operating  expenses  were  48  ^per  cent, 
leaving  us  only  two  per  cent  for  profit.  Then  the  extras  came  very 
near  absorbing  even  this  two  per  cent.  I  can  say  we  are  operating  at 
a  loss,  and  any  further  reduction  of  our  rates,  which  we  think  are 
reasonable,  would  subject  us  to  further  loss.  A  general  reduction  of 
express  rates  would  not  strike  all  these  companies  alike.  Some  would 
continue  to  make  a  profit;  others  would  make  a  further  loss.  Of 
couise,  it  may  be  unfortunate  that  some  of  these  companies  cannot  rent 
the  railroads  as  cheap  as  others.  That  is  a  matter  we  cannot  regulate 
easily.  I  concur  in  the  argument  of  Mr.  Morsman,  as  made  here  to- 
day, in  regard  to  express  companies  in  general.  It  applies  to  our  com- 
pany. We  strive  to  furnish  the  best  service  possible  at  as  low  rate  as 
possible.  Our  principle  is  to  increase  the  volume  of  business.  If  it 
was  not  for  the  heavy  traffic  that  they  are  doing  now  they  could  not 
carry  it  on  at  all.  The  heavier  the  traffic  the  smaller  the  rates.  We 
have*cut  rates  down  now  to  the  minimum.  Our  company  is  operating 
at  a  loss.  We  are  obliged  to  meet  their  rates.  Certain  accommoda- 
tions have  to  be  extended  to  shippers.    Charges  being  the  same  is  not 
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only  a  good  thing  for  the  companies,  bat  a  good  thing  for  the  shipper. 
It  prevents  discrimination  to  have  uniform  rates.  Bat  that  rate  mast 
be  a  living  rate  to  the  carrier.  It  is  not  the  idea  to  precipitate  a  war 
of  cut-rates. 

I  think  you  will  find  there  will  be  very  few  complaints.  1  am  sure 
that  when  complaints  are  made,  if  the  companies  are  notified  they  will 
be  only  too  glad  to  apply  a  remedy.  I  think  it  is  dae  the  companies 
that  they  should  have  a  hearing  when  there  is  a  complaint  made. 

A  sweeping  reduction  down  the  line  will  not  remedy  this  evil.  I 
think  that  you  will  find  that  the  heavy  shippers  have  no  complaints  to 
make.  If  they  have,  and  you  notify  us,  we  will  be  glad  to  try  to  satisfy 
them.  If  they  come  to  us  and  say  they  want  to  ship  on  a  certain  road, 
we  tell  them  our  rates.  If  they  are  not  satisfactory,  we  ask  them  what 
they  can  pay.  They  name  a  rate,  and  if  we  can  do  so  we  make  that 
rate.  We  co-operate  with  them.  Merchandise  shipments,  mostly  going 
from  large  cities  to  small  towns —  they  have  other  means  of  sending 
that.  We  have  no  monopoly.  We  have  a  superior  service  to  that  of 
all  other  carriers.    If  they  did  not  like  it  they  would  not  use  it. 

We  have  had  to  meet  this  same  law  in  other  states.  Take  Texas  : 
We  were  called  there  to  meet  the  members  of  the  Commission.  We 
explained  the  matter  to  them.  Some  of  the  heavy  fruit-growers  were 
there  also,  and  supported  us  iu  what  we  said  about  the  reasonableness 
of  our  rates.  They  said  they  did  not  think  there  was  any  need  of  a 
change.  The  commission  was  satisfied  and  no  changes  were  made. 
Nothing  was  ever  done.  For  my  part  I  do  not  see  where  there  could 
be  any  reason  for  any  reduction  at  all,  especially  when  it  would  make 
our  loss  even  greater  thau  it  is  now.  It  may  be  asked  why  we  continue 
to  do  business  at  a  loss.  Take  any  line  of  business  known.  Take  a 
merchant  who  is  not  making  expenses.  He  keeps  hanging  on,  hoping 
that  he  will  finally  come  out  all  right  and  be  able  to  make  up  for  the 
bad  time.  It  has  been  so  with  us  for  some  time,  and  will  be  so  for 
some  time  to  come — several  months,  or,  perhaps,  until  the  turn  of  the 
next  year.  We  are  holding  on  for  a  while  at  a  loss,  hoping  in  the  end 
to  be  able  to  regain  our  losses. 

Mr.  Morsman  :  I  do  not  understand  that  these  companies  give 
special  rates  to  an  individual  that  are  denied  to  another  individual  at 
the  same  place  and  under  the  same  circumstances.  What  we  class 
as  '  general  specials"  are  not  given  to  all  stations.  The  reason  of  that 
is  there  is  no  necessity  for  it.  There  is  no  business  there.  Take  Jef- 
ferson City  and  Kansas  City,  and  both  places  will  have  the  same  gen- 
eral special  rates.  Between  these  two  stations  there  will  be  two  small 
towns,  A  and  B.    Each  of  these  towns  will  have  general  special  rates 
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to  Kansas  City,  because  that  is  their  market  town,  but  neither  of  them 
will  have  it  between  themselves,  because  A  and  B  do  no  business  with 
each  other,  on  the  same  class  of  train's.  For  th\t  reason  we  have  not 
furnished  those  stations  with  those  rates.  But  if  there  was  any  busi- 
ness done  between  them  and  anybody  would  ask  it  these  general  special 
rates  would  be  given. 

Mr.  Hickman:  I  just  want  to  correct  you  on  one  statement  you 
made  awhile  ago.  You  said  there  was  no  complaint  from  the  people. 
Two  years  ago  the  Legislature  came  up  here  fresh  from  the  people  and 
tried  to  pass  such  a  law  as  this.  They  did  not  succeed.  Last  year 
they  came  up  again  fresh  from  the  people  and  passed  this  law.  If 
there  had  been  no  demand  for  it  the  law  would  not  have  been  passed* 
There  must  have  been  such  a  sentiment  at  home  to  cause  that. 

Mr.  Morsman  :  If  there  was  such  a  sentiment  among  a  hundred 
people,  it  would  be  a  very  small  proportion  of  the  whole  people,  and 
it  does  not  follow  that  that  complaint  was  made  by  people  familiar  with 
rates  or  with  the  business.  Besides,  it  is  not  plain  that  the  people  who 
instigated  that  bill  were  acting  from  pure  motives.  Not  only  that,  but 
it  does  not  follow  that  because  your  Legislature,  fresh  from  the  peo- 
ple, passed  this  law,  that  they  were  in  favor  of  a  reduction,  or  that  the 
Legislature  saw  any  necessity  for  a  reduction,  and  that  therefore  it  be- 
comes necessary  for  you  to  make  a  reduction. 

We  pass  laws  for  the  punishment  of  the  crime  of  murder,  but  it 
does  not  follow  that  a  man  should  commit  murder  because  the  law 
fixes  the  penalty  or  is  on  the  statute  book.  Neither  does  it  follow  that 
he  ought  to  be  convicted  because  he  is  so  charged. 

Now,  if  we  should  go  into  any  court  of  justice  and  see  a  man 
there  charged  with  some  crime  for  which  the  penalty  is  fixed  by  law,, 
and  hear  the  court  say,  this  man  ought  to  be  convicted;  I  have  not 
heard  any  evidence :  I  have  not  the  information  that  will  enable  me  to 
say  whether  he  is  guilly  or  not,  but  the  people  demand  his  conviction: 
Would  that  be  right  ? 

Or  take  a  civil  case.  Would  it  not  be  just  as  fair  to  say  that  the 
plaintiff  ought  to  succeed  because  the  people  demand  that  he  succeed  ? 
You  would  go  out  of  that  court  saying  that  the  judge  presiding  was 
not  an  impartial  judge;  that  it  was  an  unfair  proceeding.  In  short, 
you  would  say  the  whole  proceeding  was  very  unjust. 

Now,  when  the  Legislature  passed  this  bill  creating  this  tribunal 
and  invested  you  with  these  powers,  it  did  not  necessarily  convict  us. 
It  gave  you  the  power  to  hear  and  determine  and  pass  an  opinion  upon 
the  facts.  That  is  all.  That  is  all  the  power  you  possess.  That  is  all 
the  Legislature  expected  of  you.    It  is  all  the  good  people  of  this 
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State  demand  of  you:  all  that  an  honest  man  can  demand.  A  man 
who  makes  any  other  demand  than  that  is  either  ignorant,  inconsiderate 
or  else  he  is  dishonest.    You  could  not  reach  any  other  conclusion. 

Xow  this  tribunal  should  be  just  as  impartial,  just  as  jealous  of 
its  dignity  and  power,  just  as  cautious  against  the  infliction  of  injury  to 
any  one,  as  you  would  expect  your  highest  court  to  be.  You  possess 
very  important  powers.  You  possess  powers  which  in  their  scope  are 
more  important  and  less  restricted  than  any  court  in  this  State  or  than 
those  of  your  Chief  Executive,  or  by  any  other  branch  of  your  gov- 
ernment except  the  Legislature.  The  Legislature  vests  you  with  these 
power  and  gives  you  authority  to  execute  them.  You  are  executive 
and  judicial.  You  are  given  the  power  and  provided  with  the  means 
of  making  necessary  investigations  and  rendering  your  judgments 
according  to  the  facts  presented. 

Mr.  Bradley:  I  do  not  expect  to  make  any  extended  remarks. 
I  do  not  see  that  I  can  add  a  thing  to  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Mors- 
man.  I  think  it  is  the  best  statement  I  ever  heard  of  the  express  busi- 
ness, its  operation  and  cost,  at  any  place  or  at  any  time.  It  applies  to 
the  American  Express  Company  with  just  the  same  force  as  to  the 
Pacific  Company.  I  do  not  think  of  a  thing  I  could  say  that  would 
have  any  influence  upon  your  judgment  that  Mr.  Morsman's  remarks 
did  not  cover. 

The  express  companies  are  like  any  merchant  or  any  dealer  in  the 
field  for  business.  We  are  doing  the  best  we  can  do  to  acquire  it. 
There  are  only  two  or  three  ways  to  do  it.  Of  course,  we  must  make 
rates  that  people  can  afford  to  pay,  and  must  render  a  service  that  will 
be  valuable  to  them.  We  do  that.  There  is  no  doubt  about  it.  The 
difference  between  the  business  done  by  freight  and  express  com- 
panies is  so  slight  you  can  hardly  draw  the  line.  There  is  only  about 
two  per  cent  as  much  business  done  by  express  companies  as  is  done 
by  freight. 

There  was  some  reference  made  here  to  car-load  lots  of  fruit  by 
express.  I  know  we  still  carry  car-load  lots  of  fruit,  but  as  a  general 
thing  it  is  not  a  car-load  consigned  to  one  person,  at  one  place.  I  know 
that  our  mission  in  Southern  Illinois  and  Michigan  has  been  to  create 
markets  for  fruit.  I  know  of  one  line  there  that  is  running  a  fast  fruit 
train,  three  or  four  hours  ahead  of  us,  bat  notwithstanding  this  sort 
of  competition  we  still  continue  to  carry  a  great  deal  of  fruit.  There 
is  only  one  reason  for  this,  and  that  is  the  people  want  to  use  us. 

There  is  no  doubt  but  that  the  express  companies  in  Missouri  will 
make  their  rates  just  as  low  as  they  can  afford  to  do  and  still  do  busi- 
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ness.  Competition  will  bring  that  about.  We  will  go  just  as  low  as 
we  can,  and  when  we  cannot  go  any  lower  then  you  must  not  ask  us  to 
do  it.  We  will  do  what  is  right  in  the  matter  as  fast  as  facts  are 
brought  to  our  attention.  I  cannot  speak  definitely  upon  this  freight 
business  or  anything  else  in  this  State,  because  we  are  new  here. 

Mr.  Hennessey  :  You  say  your  profits  do  not  exceed  two  per 
cent. 

Mr.  Bradley :  Oh,  no,  I  said  the  volume  of  express  business  done 
in  this  country  is  not  two  per  cent  of  the  freight  business. 

Mr.  Hennessey :  Have  you  a  statement  of  the  business  done  by 
your  company  with  you  here  to  day? 

Mr.  Bradley:  No,  sir;  and  as  I  said  before,  it  would  be  impossible 
for  us  to  make  one,  for  before,  we  occupied  the  0.  B.  &  Q.  and  now  we 
occupy  the  M.  K.  &  T.  in  its  incomplete  state.  At  present  we  have  no 
entrance  to  St.  Louis,  but  will  have  in  a  short  time,  and  that  will  mate- 
rially increase  our  business  in  this  State.  Of  course  our  business 
could  not  be  so  great  as  it  was  a  year  ago. 

Mr.  Cowgill:  I  would  suggest  that  even  your  statement  of  your 
last  year's  business  would  be  of  interest  to  us. 

Mr.  Bradley :  Of  course  it  will  not  be  an  easy  matter  for  us  to  go 
back  a  year  and  prepare  this  statement.  We  do  not  keep  our  business 
by  fiscal  years. 

Mr.  Shepherd  :  The  United  States  Company  will  have  this  state- 
ment prepared  and  sent  you.  The  business  this  year  is  not  near  as 
large  as  last  year,  but  there  is  no  decrease  in  railroad  expenses. 

Mr.  Hennessey:  The  railroads  ought  to  do  something  to  help  cut 
down  expenses. 

Mr.  Cowgill:  Do  the  companies  make  contracts  every  year,  or 
for  a  number  of  years  ? 

Mr.  Agee :    Generally  for  a  number  of  years. 

Mr.  Andrews :  Where  there  is  a  guarantee  promised,  that  has  to 
be  paid  whether  you  do  a  dollar's  worth  of  business. 

Mr.  Bradley  :  As  soon  as  the  M  ,  K.  &  T.  gets  into  St.  Louis  we 
expect  to  make  a  revision  of  our  rates.  That  is  another  reason  for 
change  that  you  were  speaking  of  a  while  ago.  Then,  sometimes 
shorter  lines  enter  the  town,  and  you  have  to  change  your  rates  to 
meet  theirs. 

Mr.  Cowgill:    As  I  understand  it,  the  short  line  makes  the  rate, 
and  the  other  companies  have  to  accept  it. 
Mr.  Bradley:    Yes,  sir,  that  is  the  rule. 

Hearing  adjourned.  Matter  of  reduction  taken  under  advisement, 
pending  which  action  of  the  Commissioners  was  deferred. 
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Keplying  to  circular  letter  from  this  office  Sept.  14,  1893,  the  fol- 
lowing were  received: 

Pacific  Express  Company — Statement  of  operating  expenses  paid  in  Missouri  for  the  year 

ending  March  31,  1893. 


.Expense  account  $  33,991  52 

Rent  account   21,352  44 

Stable  account   35,707  44 

Tax  account   4,040  94 


Salary  acco.unt   $  355, 43S  25 

Loss  and  damage  account..     14,491  86 

Stationery  account   1,159  23 

Personal  property  account..      5,601  47 


Total  $  471,783  15 


Correct : 

Omaha,  Neb.,  September  19, 1893. 

This  does  not  include  payments  to  railroad  companies. 


Wm.  F.  Bechel, 

Auditor. 


Statement  of  business  of  Pacific  Express  Company  for  the  year  1S92 


■Gross  earnings  January  1  to  December  31   j   

Amounts  paid  railroads    I  $2,0fi4,703  20 

•Operating  expenses   I    1,839,211  60 


Total  gain 


Total  number  of  offices  maintained   2,250 

Total  number  of  ollices  maintained  in  Missouri   385 

Average  net  earnings  for  eacn  office  per  year  

Average  net  earnings  for  each  office  per  month. .   

Average  net  earnings  for  each  olhce  per  day  


Expense  of  operating 
Paid  railways  in  Missouri. 
Missouri  tax  is  , 


42 M  per  cent  of  gross 

53 


Cost  of  doing  intrastate  business  in  Missouri.  9G 


$4,325,644  80 

3,903,914  80 
421.730  00 


$187  44 
15  62 
52 


I  hereby  certify  the  foregoing  is  correct. 

W.  P.  Bechel,  Auditor. 
Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  19th  day  of  September,  1893. 

[seal]  W.  G.  Siibiver,  Notary  Public. 

Chicago,  III.,  October  4,  1893. 
Jas.  Harding,  Secretary  Board  of  Railway  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City  : 

Dear  Sir— Replying  to  your  favor  of  September  14  to  Superintendent  Adams, 
asking  that  this  company  file  with  you  a  sworn  statement  of  our  gross  receipts  and 
expenses  within  the  State  of  Missouri  for  the  year  enffing  December  31,  1892f 

I  explained  to  the  Chairman  and  the  members  of  the  Board  that  during  the 
year  1892  the  American  Express  Company  were  occupying  the  C,  B.  &  Q.  R'y 
system  in  Missouri,  and  that  we  withdrew  from  that  line  December  31,  1892.  The 
only  record  that  we  have  of  business  done  within  the  State  of  Missouri  is  as  fol- 
lows :  For  the  year  ending  March  31, 1893,  $70,455.93.  We  have  no  statement  of 
the  expenses  accruing  upon  this  business, for  the  reason  that  when  the  above  state- 
ment was  made  up  it  did  not  call  for  any  such  account,  and  it  would  now  be  a  very 
difficult  matter  to  obtain.  I  understood  after  my  interview  with  your  Board  that 
the  expenses  were  not  of  material  importance  to  them.    In  fact  the  figures  could 
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not  be  used  as  a  basis  of  the  business  of  this  company  in  future,  although  they 
might  be  used  as  a  basis  of  the  business  of  the  Adams  Express  Company  occupy- 
ing the  same  territory. 

1  send  this  as  an  explanation  to  your  Board,  for  the  reason  that  we  are  williDg 
to  give  to  them  any  information  which  is  reasonable  and  within  our  power  to 
grant  and  their  right  to  ask.  Yours  truly, 

J.  H.  Bradley, 

Traffic  Manager. 

The  Southern  Express  Company,  by  Charles  L.  Loop,  General  Auditor,  deposes* 
and  says  : 

That  the  receipts  of  the  Southern  Express  Company  for  business  done  within 
the  State  of  Missouri  for  year  ending  March  31st,  1893,  were  as  follows  : 

Gross  revenue  collected  for  total  service  represented  in  the  express  service 
and  railway  service  sixteen  thousand  six  hundred  and  twelve  dollars  and  seven 
cents  ($16,612.07)— the  railroad  company's  proportion  of  same  amount  being  six 
thousand  six  hundred  and  forty-four  dollars  and  eighty  cents  ($6644.80),  the 
express  company  receiving  as  its  proportion  nine  thousand  nine  hundred  and  sixty- 
seven  dollars  and  twenty-seven  cents  ($9967.27),  out  of  which  the  Southern  Express 
Company  paid  for  the  expense  of  conducting  its  business  eight  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  ninety-six  dollars  and  thirty-nine  cents  ($8896.39),  leaving  the  Southern 
Expressas  its  profit,  and  out  of  which  to  pay  possible  losses  and  damages,  etc  ,  etc.* 
one  thousand  and  seventy  dollars  and  eighty-eight  cents  ($1070.88.) 

Chas.  L.  Loop, 

General  Manager. 

Personally  appeared  before  me,  notary  public  in  and  for  Hamilton  county* 
state  of  Tennessee,  Charles  L.  Loop,  general  auditor  Southern  Express  Company,, 
who  says  the  above  statement  is  true  and  full  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and 
belief. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  to  before  me,  this  sixth  day  of  October,  1893. 

W.  C.  Sharon, 

Notary  Public. 

Adams  Express  Company — Statement  of  receipts  and  expenses  on  business  within  State  of 
Missouri,  for  year  ending  March  31,  1893. 


$56,709  47 
42,597  70 
2.34L  11 


$106,999  11 

101,648  28 
5,350  83 


Gross  receipts  in  the  State  of  Missouri 

Transportation  paid  railroads  

Operating  expenses  

Taxes   


Balance 


State  of  Ohio,       )  % 
Hamilton  County,  Vss. 
City  of  Cincinnati.  J 

W.  W.  Addams,  Chief  Clerk  of  the  Auditor's  office  of  the  Adams  Express 
Company,  being  duly  sworn  according  to  law,  on  his  oath  says  that  the  foregoing 
is  a  true  and  correct  statement.  W.  W.  Addams. 

Sworn  to  before  me  and  subscribed  in  my  presence,  this  18th  day  of  Oct.  1893_ 
[seal]  John  J.  Taylor,  Notary  Public, 

Hamilton  Co.,  Ohio. 


437 


Statement  of  Wells,  Fargo  |*  Co.'s  Missouri  intrastate  business  and  expenses  for  year  com- 
mencing April  2,  1S93,  and  ending  March  31,  1893. 


1892. 

Kansas  City.  P  ttsburg  &  Gulf  railway,  April  1  to  December  31. 

Kansas  City  &  lad.  Air  Line,  April  1 ,  to  December  31  

Atchison,  Topeka  ft  Santa  Fe,  April  I,  to  December  31  .  

St.  Louis,  Kansas  City  &  Colorado,  April  1  to  December  31  

St.  Louis  &  San  Francisco  railway,  August  1  to  December  81  . . 

Total  gross  earnings   

Less  railroad  transportation : 

K.  C  ,  P.  &  G.  railway  

K.  C  &  ln<l.  Air  Ll-e  

A.,  T  ft  S.  F.  and  St.  L.,  K.  C.  ft  C.  ...   

St  .  L  &  S  .  F   


T>tal  transportation 
Operating  expense?  


Total  expenses  (exclusive  of  State  tax)  

Total  State  tax  paid,  Vi  per  cent  of  gross  receipts 


Total  expenses,  9  months,  1892. 
Total  business,  9  months,  1892   


Total  loss,  9  months,  1892 


1893 


Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  Sc  Gulf  railway,  January  1  to  March  31. 

Kansas  City  &  Ind.  Air  Line,  January  1  to  March  81   

Atchison,  Topeka  A  Santa  Fe,  January  1  to  March  31,   

Sr..  Louis,  Kansas  Uty  &  Colorado,  January  1  to  March  31  

St.  Louis  &  San  Francisco  railway  

Total  gross  earnings     

Less  railroad  transportation : 

K.  C,  P  ft  G  K'y  

K.  C.  &  Ind.  Air  Line  

A.,  T.  ft  S.  F.  and  St.  L  ,  K  C.  &  C   

St.  L.  ft  8.  F  


Total  transportation 
•Operating  expenses  


Total  expenses  (exclusive  of  State  tax) 
State  tax,  1#  of  gross  receipts  


Total  expenses,  3  months,  1893. 
Total  business,  3  months,  1893   


Total  loss,  3  months,  1893  

Loss  for  year  at  this  ratio  would  be. 


$411  15 
166  79 
7,467  83 
23,870  CO 

31,915  77 
28,490  16 

60,405  93 
741  95 


$137  1 

55  60 
3,181  05 
21,555  47 

24,929  23 
20,052  29 

44,981  52 
519  60 


State  of  Missouri,  \ 
County  of  Jackson.  /  ' 

Amador  Andrews,  being  first  duly  sworn,  upon  his  oath  says:  'that  he  is 
Manager  of  Wells,  Fargo  &  Company's  express;  that  the  above  statement  was 
compiled  under  his  direction,  and  that  the  same  is  a  full,  true  and  correct  account 
of  tbe  business  of  said  company  within  the  State  of  Missouri  for  the  period  therein 
mentioned,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief.  Amador  Andrews. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me,  this  24th  day  of  October,  1893. 

[seal]  E.  L.  Welbutt, 

My  commission  expires  May  29,  1897.  Notary  Public. 
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Oct.  12,  1893 — The  following  notice  was  given  to  the  managing 
officers  of  the  several  express  companies : 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  Oct.  12,  1893. 
Dear  Sir— I  am  instructed  by  the  Commissioners  to  inform  you  that  owing  to 
the  serious  illness  of  the  wife  of  Commissioner  Hickman,  and  at  his  request, 
action  in  regard  to  express  rates  is  postponed  until  Wednesday,  October  25,  1893. 

Very  respectfully, 

James  Harding,  Secretary. 

Oct.  30,  1893 — The  following  notice  was  given  to  the  managing 
officers  of  the  express  companies  : 

The  Commissioners  have  deferred  final  action  in  the  matter  of  a  reduction  in 
the  chaTges  of  express  companies  in  this  State,  until  Tuesday,  November  7,  next. 

They  suggest  an  adjustment  of  the  matter  in  question  by  a  reduction  of  ten 
( 10)  per  cent  in  the  rates  now  charged  on  "General  Specials,"  and  desire  to  be  in- 
formed before  Nov.  7  next,  whether  such  arrangement  will  be  satisfactory  to  the 
express  companies. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

In  reply  to  the  foregoing,  the  following  were  received  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo..  Oct.  31,  1893. 
Jas.  Harding,  Esq.,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  W.  H.  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  beg  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yours  of  the  30th  inst.,  in  which 
you  say  final  action  in  the  matter  of  reduction  of  charges  of  express  companies  is 
deferred  until  Tuesday,  November  7,  and  that  they  suggest  an  adjustment  of  the 
matter  in  question  by  a  reduction  of  ten  per  cent  in  the  rates  now  charged  on  gen- 
eral specials,  and  desire  to  be  informed  before  November  7  whether  such  an  arrange- 
ment will  be  satisfactory  to  the  express  companies. 

So  far  as  this  company  is  concerned,  any  general  reduciion  at  all  would  not 
be  satisfactory,  as  the  rates  we  have  made  are,  on  an  average,  as  low  as  we  can 
handle  the  business  at  any  profit  at  all. 

There  are  some  points  where  we  have  no  special  rates,  for  the  reason  that  no 
business  has  presented  itself,  but  where  we  will  issue  them  whenever  any  business 
is  presented. 

I  cannot  add  anything  to  the  argument  made  by  our  General  Attorney,  W. 
W.  Morsman,  further  than  to  say  the  statement  made  by  him  of  our  earnings  was 
as  nearly  correct  as  a  statement  could  be  made,  and  was  made  after  careful  inves- 
tigation .  Y/ours  truly, 

L.  A.  Fuller, 
General  Superintendent. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Nov.  1,  1893. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec?y  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners, 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— I  beg  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  favor  of  the  30th  inst,  giving 
notice  that  final  action  in  the  matter  of  reduction  of  express  rates  has  been  deferred 
until  Tuesday,  November  7th  next,  and  asking  if  10  per  cent  reduction  on  general 
specials  will  be  satisfactory  to  express  companies. 

In  reply  I  have  to  state  that,  so  far  as  this  company  is  concerned,  a  uniform 
reduction  would  not  be  satisfactory  to  us  ;  neither  do  I  think  it  would  be  of  any 
particular  benefit  to  our  patrons,  for  the  reason  that  the  proposition  involves  a 
reduction  of  rates  that  are  known  to  be  satisfactory  and  reasonable,   i  understand 
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there  have  been  but  few  complaints  of  discrimination.  If  this  is  a  fact,  it  appears 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  cut  about  99  rates  out  of  100  that  are  reasonable,  in 
order  to  get  at  one  that  may  possibly  be  unreasonable.  While,  as  I  stated  above, 
a  uniform  redaction  would  not  be  satisfactory,  we  are,  of  course,  ready  and  willing 
at  all  times  to  consider  any  specific  complaints  and  adjust  the  matter  to  the  entire 
satisfaction  of  our  patrons. 

Will  add  that  our  business  on  lines  in  Missouri  is  now  unprofitable,  and  I  hope 
your  honorable  Board  will  refrain  from  action  that  will  subject  us  to  further  loss. 

Yours  respectfully, 

Amador  Andrews, 

Manager. 

Chicago,  Nov.  1,  1893. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  W.  H.  Dep't,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 
Dear  Sir— Your  esteemed  favor  80th  alt.  duly  received  and  noted. 
It  would  not  be  satisfactory  to  this  company  to  reduce  its  general  specials  ten 
(10)  per  cent  in  the  State  of  Missouri.    We  could  give  many  excellent  reasons  why 
we  are  unable  to  make  such  reductions,  but  they  have  been  in  the  main  so  plainly 
and  truthfully  laid  before  you  in  the  remarks  of  W.  W.  Morsman  Esq.,  at  a  recent 
session  of  your  honorable  Board  that  we  do  not  think  it  at  present  necessary  to  add 
anything.  Yours  truly, 

C.  H.  Crosby, 

V.  P.  and  G.  M. 

Chicago,  III.,  Nov.  1.  1893. 
Jas.  Harding,  Esq.,  Sec'y  Railway  and  Warehouse  Dept.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo  : 

Dear  Sir— Replying  to  your  favor  of  October  30th,  in  which  you  ask  if  it  will 
be  satisfactory  to  our  company  to  make  a  reduction  of  10  per  cent  in  the  rates  we 
now  charge  on  general  special  rate  matter  between  points  in  the  State  of  Missouri* 
I  hand  you  herewith  a  short  memorandum,  which  I  picked  up  this  morning,  show- 
ing our  rates  from  four  points  to  Kansas  City,  and  also  showing  our  cost  for  railroad 
transportation  alone.  An  examination  of  them  will,  I  think,  convince  your  com- 
mittee that  to  take  10  per  cent  from  our  rates  would  confiscate  all  the  earnings  that 
we  could  expect  in  the  transaction. 

I  think  I  can  say  without  fear  of  contradiction,  that  there  is  not  in  the  United 
States  today  a  business  corporation  that  could  deduct  10  per  cent  from  their  prices 
or  earnings  and  continue  to  exist.  At  the  present  time  we  are  peculiarly  situated 
in  the  State  of  Missouri ;  we  are  placed  in  a  position  where  it  is  absolutely  impos- 
sible for  us  to  make  reductions  in  our  rates  and  obtain  a  living  profit  or  anything 
like  it.  Our  M.,  K.  &  T.  connections,  as  you  are  aware,  have  not  been  completed 
into  St.  Louis  to  connect  with  our  other  lines,  and  as  a  result  of  that  condition,  we 
are  compelled  to  pay  other  express  companies  for  carrying  our  business  from 
transfer  point  on  the  M.,  K.  &  T.  R*y  to  St.  Louis. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  presentation  of  our  case,  as  made  by  Mr.  Morsman  at 
the  late  meeting  of  the  committee  at  Jefferson  City,  ought  to  have  satisfied  the 
most  skeptical  that  the  express  companies  should  be  let  alone  for  the  present. 

Our  own  interests  demand  that  we  should  make  as  low  rates  as  it  is  possible 
*or  us  to  do,  otherwise  the  competition  which  we  are  compelled  to  meet  in  all 
directions  would  make  it  impossible  for  us  to  secure  business,  particularly  at  this 
time,  when  business  interests  of  all  kinds  are  absolutely  stagnant. 

It  is  to  the  interest  and  the  purpose  of  every  express  company  doing  business 
in  the  State  of  Missouri  to  put  forth  every  possible  effort  to  increase  its  business 
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and  promote  its  own  success,  and  I  believe  that  the  Railway  Commission  of  your 
State  can  safely  say  that  they  have  made  a  critical  examination  of  the  rates  and 
methods  of  the  express  companies  doing  business  in  your  State,  and  that  they  find 
nothing  to  warrant  their  interference  therewith.  Yours  truly, 

J.  H.  Bradley,  Traffic  Manager. 

Memphis,  Tenn.,  Nov.  4,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  Mo.  R.  R.  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — £  have  your  letter  of  October  30,  stating  that  the  Commissioners 
have  deferred  final  action  in  the  matter  of  reduction  in  charges  of  express  compa- 
nies until  Tuesday,  Nov.  7,  and  E  note  that  you  suggest  that  an  adjustment  of  the 
matter  in  question  be  made  by  a  reduction  of  10  per  cent  in  the  rates  now  charged 
on  general  specials,  and  you  desire  to  be  informed  whether  such  an  arrangement 
will  be  satisfactory  to  express  companies. 

L  beg  to  say  that  such  a  reduction  would  be  very  disastrous  to  our  service,  and 
would  in  some  cases  reduce  these  rates  below  railroad  rates. 

The  very  proposition  you  ;now  make,  we  met  with  you  in  September  to  con- 
sider, and  the  argument  was  delivered  by  Mr.  W.|W.  Morsman,  to  which  I  believe  I 
can  add  nothing. 

Trusting  that  the  Commission  will  take  no  such  action  as  that  contemplated 
by  you,  I  am ,  Yours  truly, 

G.  W.  Agee,  Sup't. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Nov.  6,  1893. 
Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Answering  your  favor  of  October  30.  Our  people  are  not  willing 
to  consent  to  a  general  reduction  on  the  rates  of  express  matter  in  the  State  of 
Missouri,  for  the  reason  that  competition  has  already  got  the  rates  down  so  low 
that  there  is  a  bare  living  profit  in  the  business  now,  as  evidenced  by  the  statement 
filed  with  your  honorable  Board  some  weeks  since.  It  is  possible  that  the  rates  at 
some  few  points  might  be  decreased  a  little,  and  we  would  be  perfectly  willing  to 
decrease  them,  if  it  could  be  shown  that  it  was  fair  to  do  so ;  but  any  general 
reduction  of  our  rates  would  work  a  hardship  on  us  which  we  don't  think  we 
should  be  called  upon  to  stand. 

Trusting  that  your  honorable  Board  may  reconsider  this  matter,  and  view  it 
in  the  same  light  that  we  do  (which  we  believe  to  be  the  proper  one),  I  remain, 

Very  respectfully, 

J.  L.  Calhoun,  Supt. 

The  following  order  was  made  by  the  Board  Nov.  21,  and  certified 
copies  thereof  duly  served  upon  the  managing  officers  of  the  express 
companies : 

Y/our  attention  is  called  to  the  following  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse 
Commissioners  of  Missouri : 

November  21,  1893. 

Under  authority  of  law,  as  provided  in  section  3  of  "An  act  declaring  express 
companies  or  corporations  common  carriers,  and  providing  for  their  government 
and  control,  and  empowering  the  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners 
to  regulate  and  fix  charges  made  by  said  companies  or  corporations,"  the  Railroad 
and  Warehouse  Commissioners  order  that,  taking  effect  on  the  first  day  of  January, 
L894,  a  reduction  often  per  cent  (10%)  from  the  present  existing  charges  of  express 
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companies  or  corporations  for  the  transportation  of  merchandise  included  under 
the  heads  of  "General  Specials,"  be  made  by  all  express  companies  or  corporations 
doing  business  within  the  State  of  Missouri.  It  is  also  ordered  that  the  schedules 
«f  said  companies,  showing  the  reductions  as  herein  ordered,  be  filed  in  the  office 
of  the  said  Commissioners  on  or  before  December  24,  1893. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

January  31, 1894 — No  regard  having  been  paid  by  the  express  com- 
panies to  the  order  of  the  Commissioners,  made  Nov.  21,  1893,  it  was 
ordered  that  the  matter  be  referred  to  the  Attorney-General  in  order 
that  he  proceed  to  enforce  the  law  regarding  the  regulation  of  charges 
by  express  companies. 

The  following  communication  was  transmitted  to  the  Attorney- 
General  :  * 

City  of  Jefferson,  January  3, 1894. 

Hon.  R.  F.  Waiker,  Attorney-General  of  Missouri  : 

Dear  Sir— On  the  21st  day  of  November,  1893,  after  full  investigation  and 
formal  hearing  in  the  matter  of  a  reduction  in  rates  as  charged  by  express  com- 
panies for  the  transportation  of  merchandise  in  this  State,  the  following  order  was 
made  by  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners: 

November  21, 1893. 

Under  authority/^  law,  as  provided  in  section  3  of  "  A.n  act  declaring  express  companies  or 
corporations  common  carriers,  and  providing  for  their  government  and  control,  and  empowering 
the  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  to  regulate  and  Gx  charges  made  by  said 
companies  or  corporotions,"  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  order  that,  taking  effect 
on  the  first  day  of  January,  1894,  a  reduction  of  ten  (10)  per  cent  from  the  present  existing  charges 
of  express  companies  or  corporations  for  the  transportation  of  merchandise  Included  under  the 
heads  of  "General  Specials,"  be  made  by  all  express  companies  or  corporations  doing  business 
within  the  State  of  Missouri.  It  is  also  ordered  that  the  schedules  of  said  companies,  showing  the 
reductions  as  herein  ordered,  be  riled  In  the  office  of  the  said  Commissioners  on  or  before  December 
21,  1893. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Certified  copies  of  the  foregoing  order  were  duly  mailed  to  the  proper  officer  of 
each  of  the  following  named  express  companies  doing  business  within  the  State  of 
Missouri,  viz.: 

Adams  Express  Company. 

American  Express  Company. 

Pacific  Express  Company. 

Southern  Express  Company. 

United  States  Express  Company. 

Wells,  Fargo  &  Co.'s  Express. 

The  receipt  of  the  said  order  was  not  acknowledged  by  any  of  the  above 
named  express  companies,  nor,  up  to  the  present  date,  have  any  rate  schedules  or 
tariffs,  as  required  by  said  order,  been  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Commissioners  by 
any  of  the  said  express  companies.  The  Commissioners  deem  this  neglect  or  fail- 
ure on  the  part  of  each  and  every  one  of  the  express  companies  hereinbefore  named 
to  file  in  the  office  of  the  Commissioners  their  rate  schedules  or  tariffs  showing  the 
reductions  in  rates  on  "General  Specials, "as  ordered,  to  be  in  violation  of  the  pro- 
visions of  section  3  of  "An  act  declaring  express  companies  or  corporations  com- 
mon carriers,  and  providing  for  their  government  and  control,  and  empowering  the 
Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  to  regulate  and  fix  charges  made 
by  said  companies  or  corporations,"  approved  March  16,  1893,  and  which  gives  to 
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the  Commissioners  "fall  power  and  authority  to  alter  and  amend  the  classifications 
and  to  establish  and  fix  maximum  rates  of  charges."  The  evidence  of  such  viola- 
tion, and  which  evidence,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners,  is  reasonable  and* 
sufficient,  is  the  entire  failure,  as  before  stated,  on  the  part  of  each  and  every  one 
of  theexpres9  companies  hereinbefore  named,  to  file  their  rate  schedules  or  tariffs 
showing  the  reductions  in  the  rates  charged  on  "General  Specials,"  as  required  by 
the  foregoing  order  of  November  21,  1893.  Therefore,  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  section  5  of  the  act  hereinbefore  referred  to,  the  Commissioners  here- 
with transmit  to  you  this  evidence  of  a  violation  of  the  provisions  of  section  3  of 
the  aforesaid  act,  in  order  that  you  may  proceed  in  accordance  with  the  require- 
ments of  section  6  of  the  act  aforesaid,  on  account  of  the  violations  of  law  herein 
alleged. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

T.  J.  Hennessey,  Chairman. 

In  response  to  the  foregoing,  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General 
was  given  to  the  Board,  to  the  effect  that  there  was  great  doubt  as  to 
their  authority  to  require  the  filing  of  the  schedules  as  set  forth  in 
the  order  of  Nov.  21,  and  that  it  would  be  imprudent  to  undertake  the 
enforcement  of  that  portion  of  the  order.  Bat  as  regards  the  failure 
to  comply  with  that  portion  of  the  order  reducing  rates  on  "general 
specials,"  there  was  no  doubt  as  to  the  validity  of  the  action  of  the 
Board;  but  he  advised  that  matter  be  deferred  until  such  time  as  they 
should  have  positive  proof  of  such  failure. 

Mayl,  L894 — The  following  was  written  Attorney-General  Walker, 
together  with  evidence  sufficient  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners 
to  show  a  violation  of  law  by  the  Wells,  Fargo  &  Co.'s  Express  Co.  : 

The  following  action  was  taken  by  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission- 
ers, as  appears  of  record,  this  first  day  of  May,  1894.  : 

The  matter  of  complaints  against  the  Welis,  Fargo  &  Co's  Express,  on  ac- 
count of  alleged  over-charges,  was  taken  up  and  considered.  It  is  the  opinion  of 
the  Board  that  the  Wells,  Fargo  &  Co.'s  Express  has  violated  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 3  of  an  act  to  regulate  the  charges  of  express  companies,  approved  March  16, 
1893,  in  failing  to  comply  with  the  order  of  this  Board  made  November  21,  1893, 
and  taking  effect  January  1,  1894,  which  order  made  a  reduction  in  the  rates 
cnarged  on  "General  Specials,"  as  the  same  existed  and  as  shown  in  rate  tariffs 
filed  by  the  said  Wells,  Fargo  &  Co.'s  Express  in  the  office  of  this  Board,  August 
7,  1893.  As  in  the  judgment  of  thU  Board  they  have  reasonable  evidence  of  such 
violation  of  law  by  the  Wells,  Fargo  &  Co.'s  Express,  it  Is  ordered  that  the  said 
evidence  be  transmitted  to  tne  Attorney-General  as  required  by  section  5  of  the  act 
above  referred  to. 

The  evidence  referred  to  in  the  foregoing  is  attached  hereto.  Please  give  the 
same  your  attention  and  take  such  steps  thereafter  as  may  seem  to  you  to  be  pro- 
per. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

James  Harding,  Secretary. 

The  Commissioners  are  not  advised  as  to  action  taken  by  the 
Attorney-General  since  the  reference  to  him  of  the  above  matter.  It 
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is  presumed  by  the  Board  that  none  of  the  express  companies  obeyed 
the  order  of  Nov.  21,  1893,  and  the  case  against  the  Wells,  Fargo  & 
Co.'s  express  is  regarded  as  a  test  case.  It  is  hoped  that  action  may 
soon  be  taken,  and  the  ruling  of  the  courts  had  in  this  matter.  This 
Board  has  gone  as  far  with  the  case  as  the  law  admits. 


January  2,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Boonville,  Mo.,  Dec.  30,  1893. 
Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— I  have  just  received  by  the  Pacific  Express  Co.  a  package  4 
inches  thick.  12  inches  wide  by  18  inches  long,  weighing  18  pounds,  from  West 
Plains,  Mo  ,  on  which  they  charge  for  carrying,  $1.45.  The  excuse  for  this  exorbi- 
tant charge  is  that  the  package  is  handled  by  two  express  companies.  The 
charge  on  such  a  package  would  not  be  greater  from  New  York  city.  Is  there  no 
remedy  for  such  robbery  ? 

It  appears  that  the  Adams  Express  Co.  sent  the  package  to  Kansas  City,  and 
made  a  charge  of  $  I,  which  is  ab>ut  two  schedule  rates,  and  turned  it  over  to  the 
Pacific  Co.,  on  which  they  charge  4o  cents  to  Boonville.  Now,  if  the  Adams  Ex- 
press Co.  had  forwarded  it  to  Clinton,  and  thence  to  Boonville,  there  would  have 
been  much  more  than  100  miles  less  transportation,  and,  consequently,  a  smaller 
expense.  I  am  not  seeking  reclamation,  but  as  the  public  is  so  imposed  on  by 
express  companies  in  this  State,  I  write  you  these  particulars,  so  you  may  know 
their  methods.  Very  respectfully, 

J.  A.  Howard. 

Answered  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  'ihQ  matter  has  been  taken  up  by  the  Commissioners  with  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Adams  Express  Company.  Their  opinion,  as  stated  to  the 
Superintendent,  is  that  your  package  should  have  been  carried  via  Clinton,  being  the 
shortest  route,  and  that  any  charge  in  excels  of  proper  rate  for  distance  via  shortest 
route  is  exhorbitant  and  illegal. 

The  matter  was  referred  to  J.  L.  Calhoun  January  4, 1894,  in  letter 
as  follows : 

A  complaint  is  made  to  this  Board  of  express  charges  on  a  package  of  mer- 
chandise (18  pounds  weight),  shipped  from  West  Plains,  Mo.,  to  Boonville,  Mo. 
The  package  was  carried  by  the  Adams  Express  Company  to  Kansas  City,  and 
tnence  by  Pacific  Express  Company  to  Boonville.  The  complaint  is  not  of  rate  for 
the  actual  haul,  but  of  the  haul  itself.  The  distance  from  West  Plains  to  Boonville, 
via  Ash  Grove  and  Clinton,  is  290  miles,  whilst  from  West  Plains  to  Boonville,  via 
Kansas  City,  it  is  433  miles.  It  would  seem  as  though  the  Adams  Express  Com- 
pany should  have  made  transfer  of  this  package  on  the  M  ,  K.  &  T.,  being  the  most 
direct  route,  and  not  carried  it  to  Kansas  City,  sujecting  the  owner  to  pay  on  143 
miles  of  unnecessary  haul.  The  complainant  does  not  ask  for  any  rebate,  but  refers 
the  matter  to  the  Commissioners  as  being  of  sufficient  importance  for  their  consid- 
eration. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners,  the  freight  in  this  case  should  have  been 
carried  by  the  shortest  route,  and  that  any  charge  in  excess  of  rate  as  approved 
for  carriage  by  such  route  is  exorbitant,  and  therefore  illegal. 

By  ord^r  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 
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Reply  received  January  6,  as  follows  : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Jan.  5,  1694. 
"Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  State  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners, 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Replying  to  your  favor  of  January  4,  concerning  shipment  from 
West  PJains,  Mo.,  to  Boonville,  Mo.,  18  pounds. 

The  charge  on  this  shipment  via  Kansas  City  is  the  same  as  though  it  were 
sent  via  Clinton.  It  is  the  custom  with  express  companies,  as  with  railroad  com- 
panies, for  the  short  route  to  make  the  rate,  and  the  longer  route  to  adopt  it. 

The  consignee  in  this  case  should  feel  under  obligations  to  us  for  our  diligence 
in  sending  his  package  by  the  quickest  route.  I  find  by  reference  to  the  railroad 
time-tables,  that  had  we  transferred  this  package  to  the  American  Express  Co.  at 
Clinton,  it  would  not  have  reached  Boonville  until  9:35,  whereas  via  Kansas  City  it 
should  have  reached  Boonville  at  4:35  p.  m.  Better  time  is  made  via  Kansas  City, 
because  of  better  train  service,  notwithstanding  the  difference  in  distance. 

Yours  truly, 

J.  L.  Calhoun,  Supt. 

Letter  was  written  to  Mr.  Calhoun  January  10th,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  explanation  of  the  charge  made 
on  shipment  referred  to  in  letter  from  this  office  of  the  4th  inst.  is  satisfactory, 
and  that  there  is,  as  shown  by  your  statement,  no  reasonable  cau?e  for  complaint  in 
the  matter. 

Letter  was  written  to  Mr.  Howard  January  10th,  as  follows,  re- 
ferring to  letter  from  Mr.  Calhoun : 

*  *  *  *  In  letter  received  from  him  he  states,  '*  the  charge  on  this  ship- 
ment via  Kansas  City  is  the  same  as  though  it  were  sent  via  Clinton,  f  *  *  * 
The  consignee  in  this  case  should  feel  under  obligations  to  us  for  our  diligence  in 
sending  his  package  by  the  quickest  route."  The  manager  states  that  the  package 
reached  Boonville  four  hours  earlier  via  Kansas  City  than  it  would  had  it  gone  via 
Clinton,  and  says,  "  Better  time  is  made  via  Kansas  City,  because  of  better  train 
service,  notwithstanding  the  difference  in  distance."  The  charge  via  Kansas  City 
being  no  greater  tban  would  have  been  made  via  the  shorter  route,  it  does  not  appear 
that  you  have  just  grounds  for  complaint. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commits  oners. 


February  15,  1894— The  following  letter  was  received  : 

Salem,  Mo.,  Feb.  14,  1894. 
Hon.  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen — I  sent  home  from  St.  Louis  the  other  day  a  little  box,  12X20  in., 
full  of  fruit,  the  total  cost  of  which  was  $1.70,  and  had  to  pay  75  cents  express 
charges  on  same. 

Now,  I  hate  to  kick  about  small  things,  and  I  also  hate  to  be  robbed.  The 
Wells-Fargo  Co.  was  the  one.    Salem  is  127  miles  from  St.  Louis. 

Truly,  G.  R.  Kknamore. 

Matter  was  referred  to  Mr.  (i.  B.  Simpson,  Sup't,  and  on  27th  Feb- 
rbary  letter  was  written  Mr.  Kenamore,  as  follows: 

In  a  letter  from  G.  B.  Simpson,  Sup't  of  Wells,  Fargo  &  Co.'s  Express,  dated 
2Gih  Inst.,  replying  to  a  letter  from  this  office  regarding  your  complaint  of  charges 
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on  box  of  fruit,  he  states:  "  *  *  *  I  learn  upon  partial  investigation  that  this 
box  was  delivered  to  our  company  in  this  city  as  an  ordinary  merchandise  package. 
There  was  nothing  upon  it  to  indicate  its  contents  to  consist  of  fruit,  entitled  to 
go  at  a  special  rate.  We  accordingly  delivered  the  shipment  as  a  package  of  mer- 
chandise, collecting  our  regular  marchandise  charge  upon  it.  I  have  instructed 
our  representative  at  Salem  to  refund  to  Mr.  Kenamore  the  amount  of  over-charge 
at  once."  It  is  hoped  that  this  may  be  satisfactory  to  you. 
By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 


March  14,  1S94 — Letter  was  received  from  Mr.  Wilson,  of  Pied- 
mont, Mo.,  complaining  of  charge  on  two  baskets  of  flowers  from  St- 
Louis.  Matter  was  referred  to  L.  A.  Fuller,  General  Superintendent 
of  the  Pacific  Express  Co.,  as  follows  : 

Enclosed  herewith  is  letter  and  enclosure  relating  to  charges  on  two  baskets 
of  flowers  from  St.  Louis  to  Piedmont,  which  charges,  as  well  as  can  be  understood 
from  letter  of  Mr.  Wilson  (complainant),  seem  to  be  excessive. 

Please  look  into  the  matter  and  make  such  explanation  as  may  be  found 
proper. 

I  do  not  rind  any  classification  for  flowers.  They  hardly  come  under  the  head 
of  plants  or  shrubs,  and  probably  are  comprised  under  general  head,  ^merchandise  ;"' 
but  conditions  under  which  they  are  shipped  may  make  difference  in  rate  charged. 
Of  this,  however,  I  am  not  informed. 

Mr.  Fuller  replied,  making  explanation  of  charge. 
Letter  was  then  written  Mr.  Wilson  as  follows  : 

Enclosed  herewith  you  will  find  correspondence  relating  to  your  complaint  of 
over-charges  on  two  baskets  of  flowers  by  express  from  St.  Louis  to  Piedmont. 
Please  see  letter  of  General  Superintendent  Fuller,  an  d  return  all  papers  with  such 
statement  as  you  may  deem  proper. 

Nothing  more  was  heard  from  Mr.  Wilson  concerning  the  matter, 
nor  were  the  papers  in  case  returned. 


March  21,  1894 — Letter  was  received  from  E.  M.  Flynn  of  Lebanon, 
Mo.,  complaining  of  over  charges  on  poultry  shipped  to  St.  Louis. 
Answered  as  follows: 

Yours  of  yesterday,  with  enclosures  relating  to  your  complaint  of  over- 
charges on  poultry,  per  Wells,  Fargo  &  Co.'s  Express  from  Lebanon  to  St.  Louis, 
has  been  received,  and  the  matter  referred  to  General  Manager  Andrews  for  his 
attention  and  explanation. 

Matter  was  referred  to  A.  Andrews,  Manager  Wells,  Fargo  &  Co. 
Express,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  in  letter  March  21,  as  follows  : 

Enclosed  herewith  you  will  find  complaint  of  E.  M.  Flynn  of  over-charges  on 
poultry,  per  express  from  Lebanon  to  St.  Louis. 

Please  give  matter  your  attention  and  make  such  explanation  thereof  as  you 
may  find  proper. 
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April  11, 1894. — The  following  reply  was  received: 

'Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec'y  Mo.  R.  R.  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo  : 

Dear  Sir— Referring  to  yours  of  March  21,  1894,  transmitting  complaint  of  Mr. 
E.  M.  Flynn  of  Lebanon,  Mo.,  concerning  an  alleged  over-charge  on  his  shipment 
of  poultry,  eggs,  etc.,  to  St.  Louis — enclosures  are  returned  herewith  as  requested. 

We  have  investigated  the  matter  and  find  that  there  has  been  an  over-charge 
of  about  6f  cents,  occasioned  by  making  charges  even  money,  and  the  chances  are 
that  on  a  great  number  of  shipments  Mr.  Flynn  is  as  liable  to  be  ahead  as  behind 
on  fractional  amounts. 

The  investigation  made  from  this  office  develops  the  fact  that  this  gentleman 
is  under  the  impression  that  each  coop  of  poultry  should  be  taken  at  $1.50,  regard- 
less of  the  weight  of  the  package,  and  our  agent  states  that  he  has  endeavored 
repeatedly,  but  without  success,  to  explain  that  our  charges  are  based  on  the 
weight  of  the  consignment. 

The  shipment  of  February  23,  on  our  way-bill  No.  54,  for  three  barrels  of 
poultry,  1  wish  to  particularly  call  your  attention  to.  Our  agent  informs  us  that, 
owing  to  the  large  amount  of  matter  for  the  train  on  that  date,  it  was  impossible 
to  weigh  the  shipment,  and  Mr.  Flvnn's  weight,  which  he  claimed  to  be  correct, 
was  accepted.  Upon  arriving  at  St.  Louis  it  was  put  on  the  scales  and  found  that 
he  had  materially  understated  the  weights,  so  that  but  little  reliance  can  be  placed 
in  his  statements.    Charges  were  collected,  of  course,  on  the  correct  weight. 

Our  rates  between  Lebanon  and  St.  Louis  on  produce  are  as  follows  :  Butter 
and  eggs,  85  cents  :  general  special,  $1.05  ;  live  poultry,  $1.25. 

Hoping  the  foregoing  explanation  is  satisfactory,  I  am 

Yours  truly, 

(Signed)  Amador  Andrews,  Manager. 

The  statements  made  in  the  foregoing  were  satisfactory,  so  far  as 
existing  rates  were  concerned.  Examination  of  the  expense-bills  sub- 
mitted by  Mr.  Flynn,  developed  the  fact  that  his  shipments  came  under 
ki  merchandise "  classification,  and  in  rates  on  this  classification  the 
Commissioners  had  ordered  no  reductions,  and  consequently  no  claim 
for  refund  could  be  allowed  him.  But  the  statement  of  Mr.  Andrews 
also  established  the  fact  that  no  regard  had  been  had  to  the  order  of 
the  Commissioners  taking  effect  January  1,  1894,  reducing  rates  on 
"  general  specials  n — the  rates  as  quoted  by  Mr.  Andrews,  and  stated  by 
him  as  being  in  force  between  Lebanon  and  St.  Louis,  being  the  same 
as  in  force  and  filed  by  the  Wells,  Fargo  &  Co.  Express  in  August, 
1893.  The  order  of  the  Commissioners  made  a  reduction  of  10  per 
cent  on  rates  on  "general  specials." 

The  evidence  being  deemed  sufficient  to  establish  a  violation  of 
the  law  by  the  Wells,  Fargo  Express  Company,  the  record  was  made 
up,  and  the  matter  referred  to  Attorney-General  Walker,  as  shown 
hereinbefore. 
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April  10,  1894 — The  following-  letter  was  received  : 

Logan's  Creek,  Mo.,  April  6,  1894. 

Hon.  T.  J.  Hennessey  : 

Dear  Sir — A  couple  of  weeks  since  1  received  a  coop  of  turkeys  weighing  50 
pounds,  and  the  express  company  charged  $3.10  from  Clarksville,  Mo.,  to  Pied- 
mont, Mo. 

Is  not  this  an  over-charge  ? 

Yours  respectfully,  Lee  Cofeland. 

Letter  was  written  in  reply,  asking  that  expense-bill  of  shipment 
be  forwarded  in  order  that  the  Commissioners  lnigtft  make  proper  in- 
vestigation, but  no  reply  was  received. 


April  24,  1894— The  following  was  received  : 

Windsor,  Mo.  April  16,  1894. 
President  Board  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Will  you  kindly  write  me  whether  the  law  creating  the  Railroad 
Commiosioners  gave  them  jurisdiction  also  of  the  business  of  the  express  com- 
panies ?  If  so,  there  is  a  most  flagrant  outrage  that  they  are  guilty  of  toward  their 
patrons  that  ought  to  be  carefully  looked  up.  In  February,  1893,  we  shipped  a  lot 
of  eggs  to  Guekenheim  &  Kohen,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  for  which  we  took  receipt  of 
the  local  agent,  Mr.  J.  F.  Rea.  There  is  no  question  of  our  delivery  of  the  goods 
to  the  American  Express  Company,  and  yet  they  positively  refuse  to  pay  for  a  part 
of  the  shipment  which  was  reported  short  at  the  other  end.  The  only  excuse  they 
give  for  this  delay  is  that  they  cannot  find  out  who  got  the  stuff  reported  short, 
and  indicate  that  another  shipper  from  our  town  who  shipped  on  the  same  day  to 
Chicago  got  a  part  of  our  eggs.  This  the  fellow  denies  ;  but  we  think  the  company 
is  responsible  to  us  for  the  safe  delivery  of  our  goods  placed  in  their  hands  and  re- 
ceipted for,  and  if  they  fail,  there  is  but  one  question,  and  that  is,  did  they  receive 
the  goods  ? 

Please  write  me  in  regard  to  this  matter.  This  is  only  one  of  many  such  cases 
where  loss  has  been  sustained  and  the  loser  kept  out  of  his  money  for  a  year  or 
more.  There  is  no  remedy  for  small  losses  by  ordinary  process  of  law,  as  they 
have  nothing  accessible  that  you  can  make  the  money  out  of. 

Yours  very  truly, 

John  S.  Kelly. 

Answered  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  The  matter  of  which  you  complain  does  not  come  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  Commission,  as  you  will  see  by  reference  to  the  law  regulating 
charges  of  express  companies,  approved  March  16,  1893,  page  15  of  18th  annual 
report  herewith.  Your  claim  is  certanly  a  just  one,  and  the  company  is  respon- 
sible to  you  for  your  loss  by  reason  of  their  negligence,  but  the  amount  is,  perhaps, 
not  sufficient  to  warrant  a  prosecution.  The  Board  regret  they  can  do  nothing  for 
you  in  the  matter  of  your  complaint. 
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May  1,  1894 — The  following  was*  received : 

Carthage,  Mo.,  April  26,  1894. 
Hon.  T.  J.  Hennessey,  Chairman  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners, 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

My  Dear  Sir — A  client  of  mine,  on  a  shipment  of  three  cases  of  eggs  from  Car- 
thage to  St.  Louis,  weighing  165  pounds,  was  charged,  by  the  Pacific  Express  Com- 
pany, $2.06.  My  understanding  is  that  this  class  is  embraced  in  the  order  of  your 
Board  making  a  10  per  cent  reduction  on  certain  classes  of  goods,  and  that  the  rate 
charged  by  the  express  company  is  the  rate  that  was  in  effect  prior  to  the  order 
mentioned.  * 

Please  advise  me  whetheror  not  eggs  are  included  in  the  order  referred  to,  and 
if  so,  what  rate  under  the  order  should  have  been  charged  by  the  express  company 
on  this  shipment,  that  [  may  bring  suit  to  recover  the  excess,  if  any,  charged.  L 
would  like  for  your  Board  to  request  Attorney-General  to  assist  me  in  this  matter, 
as  I  understand  it  is  his  duty,  under  the  law,  to  do  so,  and  that  an  appropriation 
was  made  by  the  last  General  Assembly  to  defray  expenses  growing  out  of  enforce- 
ment of  the  law  placing  express  companies  in  the  charge  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse 
Commissioners.    An  early  reply  will  greatly  oblige,  Yours  truly, 

E.  O.  Brown. 

Answered  May  1,  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  regu- 
lating charges  of  express  companies,  suits  can  not  be  instituted  by  the  Attorney- 
General  excepting  on  evidence  furnished  by  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commis- 
sioners. Upon  the  receipt  of  such  evidence  the  Attorney-General  is  required  to 
proceed  against  the  offending  company  in  the  name  of  the  State,  at  the  relation 
and  to  the  use  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners.  (Seepage  16  of 
report  mailed  you  herewith.)  The  Commission  has  no  authority  to  direct  the 
Attorney- General  to  assist  you  in  your  suit  against  the  Pacific  Express  Company. 

in  order  that  the  matter  be  properly  referred  to  the  Attorney-General,  it 
would  be  necessary  for  you  to  file  complaint,  accompanied  with  expense  bill  or 
bilh,  showing  character  of  shipment  and  amounts  charged  and  collected  by  the 
express  company.  The  Commissioners,  however,  have  a  case  which  will  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Attorney-General  today,  and  which  will  be  taken  to  the  courts  with- 
out delay.  This  case  is  similar  to  the  one  you  have  in  charge,  and  will  fully  test 
the  authority  of  the  Commissioners  as  regards  reduction  of  express  charges.  The 
case  is  against  the  Wells,  Fargo  &  Company's  Express,  and  the  principle  involved 
is  the  same  as  proposed  to  be  tested  by  you. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

May  1  (p.  m.) — The  following  was  received: 

Carthage,  Mo  ,  April  30,  1894. 

Hon.  T.  J.  Hennessey,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— I  have  begun  suit  against  the  Pacific  Express  Company  on  ship- 
ment mentioned  in  my  communication  of  the  12th  inst.  •  I  trust  your  Board  will 
direct  the  Attorney-General  to  assist  me,  as  I  understand  the  express  company 
proposes  to  contest  the  power  of  the  Railroad  Commissioners  to  reduce  rates  in  this- 
city,  and  I  believe  this  will  be  a  case  to  test  the  question. 

Yours  truly, 

E.  O.  Brown. 
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Answered  (p.  m.)  same  day  as  follows  : 

I  am  instructed  by  the  Commissioners  to  state  that  if  you  will  file  the  com- 
plaint of  your  client  vs.  the  Pacific  Express  Company,  together  with  expense  bills 
showing  character  of  shipment,  and  charges  made  and  collected,  they  will,  if  it  is 
found  that  such  charges  were  made  in  violation  of  the  law,  promptly  refer  the  same 
to  the  Attorney-General  in  order  that  he  may  commence  proceedings  against  the 
said  express  company  for  such  violation. 

Xotbing  further  was  heard  regarding  this  complaint. 


May  14 — Letter  was  written  M.  Miller  of  Warrensburg  as  follows, 
in  reply  to  inquiry  regarding  rate  charged  him  on  small  box  of  mer- 
chandise: 

*  *  *  *  The  rate  as  charged  you,  65  cents,  is  in  accordance  with  rates  as 
filed  in  this  office  by  Pacific  Express  Company,  and  approved  by  the  Board.  The 
rate  on  general  merchandise  from  St.  Louis  to  Warrensburg  is  SI. 50  per  100  lbs. ; 
graduated  rate  table  for  20-pound  packages,  65  cents. 


September  20 — The  following  was  received: 

Chillicoihe  Mo.,  September  9,  1F93. 
Dear  Sir— Adams  Express  Company  carried  for  us  from  Hannibal,  Mo.,  to 
Chillicothe,  Mo.,  a  package  of  wrappers;  the  wrappers,  binding  and  everything 
connected  with  it  was  in  weight  four  pounds  and  five  ounces,  and  the  total  value 
of  which  was  $1,  and  they  charged  us  for  carrying  here  40  cents,  which  we  were 
compelled  to  pay.  There  were  no  return  charges  on  the  bill,  simply  a  straight 
carriage  on  a  straight  line,  no  transfer  at  all.  We  desire  to  know  if  there  is  no 
remedy  for  such  outrages.  We  have  packages  carried  from  New  York,  St.  Louis, 
St.  Paul  and  Chicago  a  great  deal  heavier  than  this  for  only  25  cents.  We  call 
your  attention  to  the  matter,  and  if  a  formal  complaint  is  necessary,  send  us  the 
proper  blanks  and  we  will  make  them  out,  as  this  outrage  is  too  great  to  stand 
unresisted.  Yours, 

J.  M.  Davis. 

Answered  as  follows : 

*  *  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Commissioners  will  have  a  meet- 
ing tomorrow  (26th  inst.)  for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  matter  of  express 
charges,  at  which  meeting  the  representatives  of  the  express  companies  will  be 
present.  Your  complaint  will  have  the  attention  of  the  Board,  and  you  will  be 
advised  as  to  action  taken  regarding  it. 

Matter  was  brought  up  at  meeting  on  26th  inst,  and  explanation  of 
charge  made  as  follows :  Application  of  the  graduated  scale  caused 
the  seeming  exorbitant  charge.  By  mail,  charge  would  have  been  69 
cents  without  special  delivery,  whilst  such  delivery  was  made  by  ex- 
press company. 

R  R  c— 29 
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October  2,  1893 — The  following  was  received  : 

Princeton,  Mo.,  Sept.  26,  1893. 

James  Cowgill,  Railroad  Commissioner: 

We  gee  by  the  dailies  that  it  is  expected  that  the  new  express  rates  will  be 
given  out  about  October  15.  We  also  see  that  a  general  reduction  of  20%  is  to  be 
made  in  "  general  specials."  Now,  we  get  ready-print  outsides  for  the  "  Press," 
and  would  like  to  know  what  class  that  comes  under,  as  scheduled,  and  what  re- 
duction is  to  be  made  thereon,  and  what  the  rate  is  to  be  from  Kansas  City  to  State 
line  (or  as  far  distance),  if  so  scheduled,  per  hundred  or  for  above  50  pounds.  This 
is  a  matter  all  Missouri  newspapers  using  auxiliaries  are  especially  interested  in. 

An  early  reply  will  be  appreciated.  Yours  truly, 

Bolster  &  Steckman, 

Props.  "Press." 

Answered  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  *  lam  instructed  by  him  to  state  that  the  tariff  sheets  of  the 
several  express  companies  are  now  being  made  up  in  this  office,  the  work  neces- 
sarily being  slow  and  tedious.  It  is  not  certain  just  what  reduction  will  be  made, 
or  upon  what  particular  commodities.  Investigation  does  not  show  profits  of  ex- 
press companies  to  be  so  great  as  is  generally  believed.  Some  action,  probably, 
will  be  had  on  the  15th  inst.  in  regard  to  express  rates. 

From  the  date  of  the  taking  effect  of  the  law  to  regulate  the 
charges  of  express  companies  to  the  present  time,  but  ten  complaints 
of  excessive  charges  by  such  companies  have  been  filed  with  the  Board. 
In  one  instance  a  refund  was  made,  the  over-charge  being  due  to  cleri- 
cal errors.  The  complaints  were,  as  a  rule,  of  over-charges  on  small 
shipments  where  the  application  of  the  graduated  charge  for  weight 
made  it  appear  extortionate.  The  complaints  were,  with  one  exception, 
on  account  of  charges  on  commodities  included  in  merchandise  class. 
These  charges  were  not  reduced  by  the  Commissioners,  the  reduction 
made  being  on  ''General  Specials."  The  graduated  rate  is  applied  as 
follows  : 

Class  "A"  is  taken  as  an  example.    Bate  per  100  lbs.  40  cents. 
Package  weighing  from  one  pound  to  30  pounds,  25  cents. 
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MISCELLANEOUS  MATTERS. 

Feb.  1,  1893 — The  following  was  received  : 

Leeper,  Mo.,  January  30,  1893. 
To  the  Honorable  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Gentlemen— I,  as  a  citizen  of  Missouri,  would  respectfully  ask  your  Hon.  body 
to  answer  a  few  questions  :  Is  the  Missouri  Southern  railroad  chartered  according 
to  law  ?  Can  I  compel  them  to  fence  road?  The  road  runs  through  my  farm, 
about  one-half  on  one  side  and  half  on  the  other.  Superintendent  agreed  to  fence 
one  year  ago,  has  not  done  it.  He  promised  some  time  ago  to  fence  ;  thereby  I 
have  been  deprived  of  all  my  pasture,  summer,  fall  and  winter.  Now,  can  I  re- 
cover damages  or  not  ?  I  have  been  deprived  of  all  my  pasture,  which  would  be 
worth  $75  or  $100  per  year.  Trusting  that  your  honorable  body  will  give  this 
matter  your  attention,  and  that  may  have  an  early  reply,  I  remain 

Very  respectfully  yours, 

F.  M.  Alward. 

Answered  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  Missouri  Southern  Railway  Com- 
pany is  duly  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  Missouri,  and  is  subject  to  regulation 
by  State  authority.  For  the  law  regarding  the  fencing  of  its  right  of  way  by  a 
railway  company,  please  see  section  2611  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri 
{page  209  of  report  mailed  you  herewith).  Also,  please  see  section  2612,  page  211 
of  same  report,  for  liability  of  railroad  companies  when  stock  may  be  killed  by 
reason  of  insufficient  fence. 


March  12,  1893 — The  following  was  received  : 

Pacific,  Mo.,  March  11,  1893. 
To  the  Hon.  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gents — At  the  request  of  August  Kreienkamp,  owner  of  a  farm  1£  miles  east 
of  Pacific,  Mo  ,  and  lying  north  and  adjoining  the  Mo.  P.  R.  R.,  on  February  1,  I 
wrote  to  the  M.  P.  R.  R.  and  the  St.  L.  &  S.  F.  R.  R.,  asking  them  to  give  Mr. 
K.  an  outlet  over  the  railroad  to  the  county  road  to  the  by-crossing  and  gates.  In 
a  few  days  after  I  wrote,  the  Mo.  P.  R.  R.  made  crossing  and  gates  for  him,  but 
St.  L.  &  S.  F.  R.  R.  refused  to  build  crossing  and  gate  unless  Mr.  R.  would  pay 
them  $13.25.  This  Mr.  K.  refused  to  do  1  herewith  send  you  diagram  of  the 
farm,  the  railroad  and  the  county  ro&d.  Can  the  company  make  Mr.  K.  pay  for 
the  crossing,  or  is  not  the  company  compelled  to  build  the  crossing  under  Sec.  2611, 
R.  S.  1889?  This  is  the  only  way  out  for  Mr.  K.  Please  let  me  hear  from  you  in 
the  matter,  and  oblige  Yours  truly, 

C.  C.  Close. 

Answered  March  13,  as  follows : 

*  *  *  you  are  referred  to  Sec.  2(511,  R.  S.  of  Missouri  (page  209  of  report 
herewith),  for  the  law  regarding  farm  crossings  and  the  duties  and  privileges 
of  railroad  companies  in  such  regard. 
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May  11,  1893— The  following  letter  was  written  J.  W.  North, 
attorney,  Neosho,  Mo.: 

On  January  ISth  ult.,  written  demand  was  made  upon  the  proper  officer  of  the 
Kansas  City,  Ft.  Smith  &  Southern  R'y  Co.,  for  the  semi-annual  statement  as 
required  by  Sec.  2571,  Rev.  Stats.  Mo.,  1889.  On  March  ISth  attention  of  the  com- 
pany was  called  to  the  fact  that  statement  had  not  been  received.  No  notice 
whatever  has  been  taken  by  the  officers  of  the  said  company  of  either  of  the  com- 
munications referred  to.  Last  year  your  company  made  no  annual  statement,  as 
required  by  law.  The  law  is  imperative,  and  the  penalty  for  failing  to  rile  semi- 
annual statement  is  a  severe  one.  The  transfer  of  the  franchise,  etc.,  subsequent 
to  date  of  demand  made  will  not  relieve  your  company  of  responsibility.  The 
Commissioners  desire  to  know  if  there  is  any  reason  why  the  matter  should  not  be 
referred  to  the  Attorney-General  for  the  enforcement  of  the  penalty. 

In  response  to  above,  Mr.  North  promptly  appeared  in  person  at 
the  office  of  the  Board,  and  stated  reasons  for  not  having  filed  state- 
ment. Statement  required  was  filed  in  a  few  days  subsequent  to  Mr. 
North's  visit. 


Taskeb,  Wayne  County,  Mo.,  May  27,  1893. 
Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— In  my  cause  for  complaint  forbearance  has  ceased  to  be  a  virtue. 
In  what  way  and  how  can  recovery  be  made  for  shortage  where  a  railway  com- 
pany receives  car-load  lots  and  fails  to  seal  the  same,  and  by  this  failure  goods  are 
not  ail  delivered  at  destination.  I  have  been  shipping  lumber  over  this,  the  Bouck 
road,  for  the  last  three  years,  and  have  never  seen  a  car  of  lumber  that  was  sealed 
by  this  road  yet,  and  believe  that  their  junction  agent  at  Williamsville  will  testify 
that  he  has  never  had  a  seal  at  his  office,  and  shortages  of  300  to  1500  feet  are  quite 
common  and  unbearable.  My  place  of  shipping  is  a  spur,  and  west-bound  lumber 
is  taken  out  by  local  going  east,  without  seal,  and  left  somewhere  on  siding,  and 
taken  west  at  some  future  time,  and  it  is  a  scandalous  fact  that  some  cars  have  been 
eight  days  getting  to  Williamsville,  a  distance  of  ten  miles. 

Such  shipping  facility  is  very  annoying,  anyway,  but  when  the  lumber  is 
reported  by  men  of  such  business  standing  as  Mr.  W.  K.  Bixby  of  Missouri  Car  and 
Foundry  Co.  short  in  in  voice— and  I  have  checked  and  re-counted  all  by  stick  invoice 
— the  only  conclusion  is  that  the  stuff  has  been  taken  from  the  car.  Now,  how  can 
I  get  pay  for  this  and  avoid  a  repetition  of  the  same?  Those  and  other  reasons 
compel  me  to  appeal  to  you  for  your  decision  and  advice. 

Very  respectfully, 

J.  F.  Crow. 

Answered  as  follows: 

*****  Section  2589  Rev.  Statutes  of  Mo.,  18S9  (see  p*ge  201  of  report 
herewith),  requires  all  railroads  to  'take,  transport  and  deliver  the  same'  freight, 
etc.,  'without  unnecessary  delay,  according  to  contract.'  It  will  be  difficult  for 
you  to  show  where  shortage  occurred,  whether  on  line  of  Cape  G.  &  Ft.  Smith  or 
St.  L.,  I.  M.  railways.  Houck's  liability  would  extend  over  his  own  road 
only.  There  is  no  law  in  this  State  requiring  that  cars  be  sealed.  As  stated  before, 
the  trouble  is  to  fix  the  responsibility.  Any  railroad  company  is  responsible  for 
loss  or  damage  to  property  received  by  it  for  transportation  if  such  loss  or  damage 
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is  the  result  of  an  unnecessary  delay  in  forwarding.  The  Commissioners'  jurisdic- 
tion does  not  extend  over  cases  such  as  you  present,  and  your  recourse,  should  you 
decide  to  prosecute  your  claim  for  damages,  is  in  the  courts. 


May  19 — The  following  was  received  : 

Puxico,  Mo.,  May  17,  1893. 

H.  W.  Hickman,  Jeflerson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— I  herewith  hand  you  statement  of  cars  shipped  by  me  containing 
stock;  my  order  for  each  of  them  was  28  ft.  and  they  were  34  ft.;  the  28  ft.  car 
from  here  to  St.  Louis  cose  $31.95,  and  for  the  34  ft.  car  they  charged  me  $42.00  and 
$47  00;  I  think  the  freight  on  the  three  cars  is  $130,  when  it  would  have  been  about 
$95.00  if  they  had  have  given  me  cars  that  I  ordered.  I  do  not  know  who  is  respon- 
sible. Houck  charges  just  the  same  for  one  car  tnat  he  does  for  another.  If  you 
can  get  me  anything  out  of  this  I  will  feel  very  grateful  to  you;  they  have  done 
me  that  way  a  number  of  times  before,  aud  I  said  nothing  about  it.  But  now  I 
febip  two  cars  per  month  on  an  average,  and  such  freight  counts  upon  a  fellow. 
Also,  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  return  piss  with  one  car-load  of  stock  ;  the  general 
agent  for  the  Mo.  Pacific  refused  to  grant  me  pass  on  one  load.  If  I  am  entitled 
to  it  I  want  to  know  it,  for  1  pay  them  considerable  freight  during  the  year. 

Respectfully, 

W.  S.  Clubb. 

May  20,  1893— The  following  letter  was  written  W.  O  Stith,  G.  F. 
A.,  etc. : 

I  am  instructed  to  enclose  you  the  letter  herewith  from  Mr.  W.  S.  Clubb  of 
•Puxico,  relative  to  car-load  rates  on  live-stock  shipped  by  him  to  St.  Louis.  Mr. 
Clubb's  complaint  seems  to  be  that  having  a  load  for  a  28  ft.  car,  and  ordering  car 
of  that  length,  he  is  furnished  and  required  to  pay  for  a  34  ft.  car-load.  Please 
:give  matter  your  attention,  and  reply  at  earliest  convenience. 

May  26 — The  following  were  received.  Conference  was  afterward 
had  with  Mr.  Clubb  by  Commissioner  Hickman,  and  the  matter  of  com- 
plaint satisfactorily  disposed  of : 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  May  25,  1893. 

James  Harding,  Secretary,  Jeflerson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — Referring  to  your  favor  of  the  20th  inst.,  and  returning  all  enclo- 
sures as  requested,  I  beg  to  invite  your  attention  to  accumulated  correspondence 
with  our  car  service  department  respecting  the  furnishing  of  cars  to  the  Cape 
Giradeau  &  Southwestern  R'y  Co.,  upon  which  road  Puxico  is  located. 

It  appears  from  Mr.  Hequembourg's  communication  next  attached,  that  in 
lodging  requisitions  with  this  company  our  connections  do  not  specify  the  length 
■of  cars  wanted.  It  is  an  established  rule  with  this  company  to  furnish  cars  as 
nearly  in  accordance  with  the  size  desired  by  shippers  as  possible,  but  it  being  im- 
practicable to  at  all  times,  and  especially  upon  short  notice,  furnish  exactly  what 
is  wanted,  we  have  provided  for  such  contingencies  in  our  tariffs  by  specifying  that 
while  the  company  will  endeavor  to  furnish  the  size  of  cars  requested  by  shippers, 
that  we  cannot  guarantee  to  do  so  at  all  times,  but  that  charges  will  be  assessed  on 
the  length  of  cars  used. 
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At  the  present  time  nearly  all  of  the  live-stock  shippers  request  long  cars,  and 
as  a  result  the  railroad  companies  have  not  constructed  any  28  or  30-foot  cars  for 
some  time  past,  and  the  supply  of  that  class  of  equipment  is  very  greatly  reduced, 
and  not  available  at  all  stations  at  all  times.  Yours  truly, 

W.  C.  Stith,  G.  F.  A. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  May  23,  1893. 
Mr.  C.  W.  Hequembourg,  Superintendent  Car  Service,  City: 

Dear  Sir— Referring  to  the  attached  communication  from  Secretary  Harding 
of  the  Missouri  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission,  passing  complaint  of  W.  S. 
Clubb,  shipper  of  live-stock:  from  Puxico,  on  the  Cape  Girardeau  &  Southwestern 
railway,  to  the  effect  that  he  is  unable  to  obtain  28-foot  cars  when  ordered.  Kindly 
advise  if  you  have  received  such  orders  for  cars  from  the  Southwestern  road,  if  so, 
if  an  attempt  has  been  made  to  furnish  the  kind  of  equipment  called  for. 

We  assume  that  you  would  in  all  cases  furnish  the  length  of  car  requested  if 
the  equipment  was  at  hand  to  fill  the  requisition  promptly;  otherwise  I  presume 
that  you  would  furnish  cars  as  near  the  dimensions  required  as  possible. 

Kindly  return  all  papers  with  your  reply.  Tours  truly, 

H.  G.  Krake. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  May  24,  1895. 

H.  G.  Krake,  Assistant  General  Freight  Agent: 

Dear  Sir — Returning  herewith  your  favor  of  the  23d  inst.,  have  to  say  that 
this  company  is  not  responsible  for  cars  furnished  for  live- stock  shipments  from 
Puxico,  on  the  Cape  Girardeau  Southwestern  Railway. 

Occasionally  we  receive  orders  from  C.  G.  S.  W.  for  stock-cars,  and  fill  them 
from  such  cars  as  are  available.  Orders  received  from  that  road  do  not  mention 
any  particular  length  car.  We  would  in  all  cases  furnish,  if  practicable,  the  length 
of  car  requested,  if  equipment  was  on  hand  to  fill  requisition  promptly. 

The  standard  length  for  stock-cars  now  is  34  feet  for  common  and  36  feet  for 
stable  cars.    The  28-foot  stock-cars  are  going  entirely  out  of  use  for  stock, 

Yours  truly, 

C.  W.  Hequembourg, 
Supt.  Car  Service. 

June  1,  1893 — The  following  letter  was  written  E.  F.  Blomeyer^ 
G.  F.  A.  etc.,  regarding  the  complaints  of  Messrs.  F.  Crow  and  Clubb* 
hereinbefore  referred  to  : 

I  enclose  herewith  complaints  of  Mr.  W.  S .  Clubb  of  Puxico,  and  of  Mr.  W. 
F.  Crow  of  Taskee,  both  points  being  stations  on  the  line  of  St.  L. ,  C.  G.  &  F.  S. 
R'y.  Please  give  same  your  attention,  and  make  such  reply  as  found  proper,  re- 
turning the  within  enclosures. 

June  10 — The  following  were  received  : 

Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.,  June  28,  1893. 
To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners, 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 
Gentlemen— Returning  herewith  complaints  of  J.  F.  Crow,  of  Taskee,  and 
W.  S.  Clubb,  of  Puxico,  please  note  statements  attached  from  our  Geneial  Man- 
ager, showing  : 

First— Concerning  complaint  of  Mr.  Crow,  that  this  road  has  no  information  of 
an  alleged  delay  to  cars  of  lumber  shipped  by  Mr.  Crow,  except  one  car  about  one 
year  ago,  which  was  detained  on  account  of  repairs.    It  is  not  possible  that  any 
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lumber  could  have  been  taken  out  of  the  cars  while  in  our  possession.  The  cars 
from  his  switch  are  usually  moved  by  trains  goiDg  east  to  Chaonia,  a  point  tive 
mile3  distant  from  his  switch,  and  are  then  picked  up  by  west-bound  trains  and 
taken  to  Williamsville  and  there  delivered  to  the  Iron  Mountain.  Chaonia  is  a  very 
small  place,  and  there  are  two  saw-mills  at  that  place  and  there  is  any  amount  of 
lumber  lying  on  the  ground  there,  so  there  would  be  no  excuse  for  any  one  to  open 
a  box-car  to  take  out  lumber.  I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  in  this  case  there  has 
been  a  miscount  of  the  number  of  pieces  of  lumber  in  the  car,  either  by  Mr.  Crow 
or  by  the  consignee. 

Concerning  complaint  of  Mr.  Clubb,  please1  note  that  the  attached  statement 
shows  that  no  28-foot  stock-car  has  ever  been  ordered  by  the  party  in  question.  No 
complaint  has  ever  been  made  to  this  road  on  account  of  cars  being  too  large.  The 
usual  complaint  is  that  the  cars  are  not  large  enough.  There  are  very  few  28-foot 
stock  cars  now  in  use,  and  practically  no  demands  for  such  equipment.  Of  course, 
we  endeavor  to  furnish  the  exact  equipment  desired  by  shippers,  but  in  some  cases 
there  would  be  a  serious  delay  in  getting  2S-foot  stock  cars,  on  accountof  the  Iron, 
Mountain  road  having  very  few  of  such  cars  in  service. 

Very  respectfully  yours, 

E.  F.  Blomeyer,  G.  F.  A. 

Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.,  June  3,  1893. 

E.  S.  McCarty,  Esq.,  G.  M.,  City: 

Dear  Sir— I  enclose  herewith  letter  from  the  State  Railroad  and  Warehouse 
Commissioners  concerning  complaints  of  W.  S.  Clubb,  of  Puxico,  and  J.  F.  Crow, 
of  Taskee,  which  complaints  are  also  enclosed.  Will  you  please  advise  me  fully 
concerning  each  complaint,  and  return  all  papers  to  me  ? 

Yours  truly, 

E.  F.  Blomeyer,  G.  F.  A. 

Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.,  June  6,  1893. 

E.  F.  Blomeyer,  G.  F.  A.,  City  : 

Dear  Sir— Referring  to  attached  communication  from  J.  F.  Crow,  relative  to 
loss  of  lumber.  This  certainly  did  not  occur  while  on  our  line.  As  to  the  alleged 
,  delay  of  eight  days,  I  remember  a  circumstance,  some  time  ago,  where  one  of  Mr. 
Crow's  cars  of  lumber  was  detained  on  account  of  some  needed  repairs,  after  it  had 
departed  from  his  switch.  I  would  further  add  as  to  taking  cars  east,  the  switch 
is  what  is  commonly  known  as  a  "spur"— the  cars  being  taken  out  by  trains  going 
east,  taken  to  Chaonia,  and  west  by  first  freight  train.  At  any  rate,  we  have  very 
little  business  from  this  particular  switch.  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Crow's  business 
will  average  over  10  to  12  cars  per  year.  In  fact,  we  are  maintaining  the  switch  at 
a  loss,  but  we  endeaver  to  handle  it  with  as  much  promptness  as  possible. 

Yours  truly, 

E.  S.  McCarty,  Gen.  Mgr. 

Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.,  June  6,  1893. 

E.  F.  Blomeyer,  G.  F.  A.,  City  : 

Dear  Sir— Referring  to  the  attached  communications  from  the  Board  of  R.  R. 
and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  beg  to  advise  I  have  no  record  showing  where  a 
28-ft.  stock-car  was  ordered  by  the  party  in  question.  I  have  never  heard  of  a  com- 
plaint of  too  large  a  car  before ;  the  usual  complaint :  cars  are  not  large  enough. 
There  are  very  few  28-foot  stock-cars  now  in  use.   There  is  little  or  no  use  for  such 
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equipment,  and  with  the  most  diligent  effort  on  our  part,  it  would  cause  serious 
delay  to  the  shipper  in  every  instance  waiting  for  such  shipment. 

Yours  truly, 

E.  S.  McCarty,  Gen.  Mgr. 

June  12 — The  following  was  received  : 

Greenville,  Mo.,  June  10,  1893. 
To  Hon.  Henry  W.  Hickman,  R.  R.  Com'r,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

We,  the  undersigned,  merchants  and  shippers  over  the  I.  M.  &  S.  R.  R.  and 
W.  G.  &  N.  E.  K.  R.,  and  residents  of  Greenville,  Mo.,  most  respectfully,  but 
firmly,  ask  that  H.  N.  Holladay  be  compelled  to  put  in  a  switch  at  his  depot  at 
Williamsville,  Mo.,  so  that  his  cars  running  from  said  depot  to  Greenville,  Mo., 
can  get  to  said  depot  at  any  and  all  times  to  bring  whatever  freight  may  be  there 
for  this  place,  and  that  the  said  W.  G.  &  N.  E.  R.  R.  be  compelled  to  bring  such 
freight  or  express  daily  that  may  come  to  said  depot  at  Williamsville,  Mo.,  to 
Greenville,  Mo.,  instead  of  holding  said  freight  or  express  until  they  have  a  car-load, 
or  until  such  as  perishable  goods  stink  and  rot  in  said  depot  at  Williamsville,  Mo. 

Joel  A.  Meador, 
A.  T.  Lacey, 
C.  A.  Bennett. 
Gross  &  Manning. 

June  20 — Matter  was  referred  to  H.  K.  Holladay,  President,  in 
letter  as  follows : 

Complaint  is  made  to  this  Board  by  merchants  of  Greenville,  of  delay  in  for- 
warding merchandise  from  Williamsville  to  Greenville  by  reason  of  there  being  no 
connecting  track  between  the  lines  of  the  W.  G.  &  N.  E.  and  the  St.  L.,I.  M.  & 
S.  railways  at  Williamsville.  It  is  stated  that  railroad  and  express  freights  are 
held  until  a  car-load  accumulates  before  forwarding  to  Greenville,  and  until  perish- 
able goods  k 'stink and  rot  in  said  depot  at  Williamsville."  Please  give  this  imme- 
diate attenion  and  make  such  answer  to  complaint  as  you  find  proper. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

July  7,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Williamsville,  Wayne  County,  Mo.,  July  3,  1893. 
Hon.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  Board  Ry.  &  Warehouse  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir— Your  favor  June  20th  at  hand  and  contents  noted  :  The  complaint 
of  our  holding  goods  consigned  to  Greenville  at  our  depot  at  Williamsville  is  largely 
overdrawn.  We  have,  on  some  occasions,  been  compelled  to  hold  such  goods  for 
a  day  or  so.  For  instance,  in  case  of  wrecks  and  burning  of  several  large  trestles 
on  our  road,  and  in  a  few  instances  our  tracks  have  been  blocked  with  cars  by  the 
St.  L.,  C.  G.  &  F.  S.  and  I.  M.  R'ys,  but  in  such  instances  when  we  could  not  get 
cars  to  our  depot  we  have  always  picked  out  all  perishable  goods  and  either  carried 
or  hauled  them  to  our  cars  and  delivered  them  to  Greenville  promptly.  The  delays 
have  sometimes  been  on  the  C.  G.  &  I.  M.  roads,  for  we  have  frequently  been 
asked  if  goods  had  arrived  here  when  they  did  not  come  into  our  hands  for  several 
days  after. 

We  have  endeavored  at  all  times  to  give  the  merchants  of  Greenville  satisfac- 
tory service  and  believe  we  have,  but  one  cause  of  complaint  is  that  our  Mr. 
Holladay,  president,  is  also  interested  in  the  H.  N.  Holladay  Lumber  &  Mercantile 
Co.,  which  has  a  store  at  Greenville,  Mo.,  and  other  merchants  naturally  imagine 
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that  goods  consigned  to  tbem  are  given  the  preference  in  transportation  ;  this 
however  is  not  the  case  for  we  knew  this  feeling  existing  and  endeavored  to  keep 
it  down. 

Trusting  this  reply  will  be  satisfactory,  I  remain, 

Yours  very  truly, 

H.  N.  Holladay,  President. 
P.  S.    Would  also  state  this  complaint,  v  e  learn,  refers  to  express  matter  as 
well  as  freight,  and  would  say  that  we  have  no  express  company  doing  business 
on  our  road,  and  only  carry  express  at  request  of  consignee. 

July  7,  1893 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Meador  : 

The  matter  of  your  complaint  against  the  Williamsville,  Greenville  &  North- 
eastern railway,  on  account  of  alleged  unnecessary  detention  of  freights  at  Wil- 
liamsville, was  referred  on  the  20th  inst.  to  Mr.  Holladay,  President,  etc.,  for  reply, 
which  has  been  received  under  date  3d  inst.  He  states  that  your  complaint  is 
largely  overdrawn.  That  on  some  occasions  the  company  has  been  compelled  to 
hold  goods  for  a  day  or  so,  by  reason  of  wrecks  and  the  burning  of  trestles,  and  in 
a  few  instances  where  their  tracks  have  been  blocked  with  the  cars  of  the  St.  Louis, 
iron  Mountain  &  Southern  and  St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Forth  Smith  railways, 
but  in  theee  cases  where  tracks  were  blocked,  they  have  always  selected  perishable 
goods  and  carried  or  hauled  them  to  their  cars. 

Delays  have  sometimes  been  on  the  Cape  and  Iron  Mountain  roads,  for  fre- 
quently several  days  have  elapsed  after  arrival  at  Williamsville  before  delivery  to 
Greenville  road.  Mr  Holladay  states  that  his  company  has  endeavored  at  all 
times  to  give  the  merchants  of  Greenville  satisfactory  service,  and  believes  it  has 
done  so.  He  also  states  that  merchants  of  Greenville  naturally  imagine  preference 
is  given  to  freights  of  the  Holladay  company,  which,  however,  is  not  the  case,  as, 
knowing  such  was  the  impression  of  the  Greenville  merchants,  every  endeavor  is 
made  to  give  satisfactory  service.  Mr.  Holladay  further  states  that  no  express 
company  does  business  on  the  Greenville  road,  and  express  freights  are  only  carried 
by  request  of  consignee. 

July  12 — The  following  was  received  : 

Greenville,  Mo.,  July  6,  1893. 
To  the  Hon.  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo  : 

Gentlemen— We  have  again  to  report  to  you  the  very  unsatisfactory  and,  we 
think,  unlawful  manner  in  which  the  W.,  G.  &  N.  E.  R'y  Co.  is  handling  our  freight 
and  express. 

The  following  incident  fully  explains  the  situation,  and  is  only  the  culmina- 
tion of  a  long  line  of  premeditated  contrariness  : 

On  Monday,  July  3,  we  had  shipped  from  Poplar  Bluff  seven  barrels  of  bread 
for  use  at  our  celebration  on  July  4.  Well,  the  bread  came  to  Williamsville,  but 
the  W.,G.&N.E.Co.  telephoned  us  that  that  they  would  not  move  the  bread 
until  we  prepaid  the  express  charges.  A  friend  of  ours  in  Williamsville  paid  the 
charges  on  the  I.  M.  R.  R.  and  transferred  the  goods  to  Mr.  Holladay's  depot, 
but  he  still  refused  to  ship  it,  and  actually  sent  it  back  to  the  1.  M.  depot  and 
charged  us  for  the  transfer.  Of  course  we  could  not  do  without  the  bread,  so  we 
hired  a  team  and  drove  the  distance  of  12  miles  after  dark,  over  a  rough,  rocky 
road  in  order  to  get  our  goods  in  time.  When  we  reached  Williamsville  we  had 
an  interview  with  Mr.  Holladay,  and  he  said  :  "Well,  you  fellows  over  at  Green- 
ville reported  me  to  the  Railroad  Commissioners  and  put  me  to  considerable 
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trouble;  now  I  propose  to  get  even  with  you,  and  hereafter  I  shall  treat  all  the 
other  merchants  like  I  have  you." 

We  can  prove  all  the  foregoing  statements  by  reliable  witnesses,  and  we  most 
sincerely  ask  that  far.  Holladay,  or  the  W.,  G.  &  N.  E.  R'y  Co.,  of  which  he  is 
President,  be  compelled  to  comply  with  the  law.         Very  respectfully, 

Gross  &  Manning. 

Answered  same  day  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  I  am  instructed  to  state  that  if  you  can  substantiate  the  charges  you 
make  against  that  company,  the  Commissioners  will  go  to  Wiliiamsville  for  the 
purpose  of  having  a  formal  hearing  of  the  matter  complained  of.  If  you  desire  a- 
hearing  of  the  case  please  so  inform  the  Commissioners.  They  can  do  nothing 
toward  enforcing  the  law  in  the  matter  without  a  hearing  as  proposed. 

July  24,  1893 — The  following  was  received: 

•  Greenville,  Mo. ,  July  20,  1893. 

To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Gentlemen — We,  the  undersigned  merchants  of  Greenville,  being  shippers  on 
the  Wiliiamsville,  Greenville  &  Northeastern  railway,  do  hereby  certify  that  we 
can  substantiate  all  the  charges  heretofore  made  by  us  against  s.aid  railway  com- 
pany, and  many  others  fully  as  grievous  :  in  fact,  this  railroad  has  come  to  be  more 
of  a  nuisance  than  a  benefit  to  us. 

We  earnestly  request  that  the  Railroad  Commissioners  come  to  Wiliiamsville 
at  once  and  investigate  this  whole  matter.  Notify  us  of  your  coming,  and  we  will 
be  there  to  furnish  proof. 

(Signed)  Gross  &  Manning, 

C.  A.  Bennett, 
Joel  A.  Meador, 
A.  T.  Lacey, 

Merchants- 

The  above  list  includes  all  the  merchants  in  this  town  except  one. 
July  27 — The  following  notices  were  sent : 
To  Gross  &  Manning : 

I  am  instructed  to  inform  you  that  the  Commissioners  will  be  at  Wiliiamsville 
on  Thursday,  August  3,  next,  at  3:48  p.  m.  (arrival  of  train  from  St.  Louis),  for  the 
purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  matter  of  your  complaint  against  the  Wiliiamsville,. 
Greenville  &  Northeastern  railway. 

To  H.  N.  Holladay,  President : 

I  am  instructed  to  inform  you  that  the  Commissioners  will  be  at  Wiliiamsville 
on  Thursday,  August  3,  next,  at  3:48  p.  m.  (arrival  of  train  from  St.  Louis),  for  the 
purpose  of  inquiring  into  matter  of  complaint  of  merchants  of  Greenville  vs.  The 
Wiliiamsville,  Greenville  &  Northeastern  Railway  Co.  on  account  of  alleged  insuf- 
ficient and  unsatisfactory  transportation  eervice. 

Hearing  was  held  at  Wiliiamsville,  August  3,  1893,  as  appointed- 
All  the  Commissioners  were  present.  Full  inquiry  was  made  into  the 
matters  complained  of,  all  parties  being  present. 

On  August  9,  1893,  the  Commissioners  took  the  following  action: 
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City  of  Jefferson,  Aug.  9,  1893. 
C.  A.  Parker,  Esq.,  Freight  Traffic  Manager,  etc.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— In  a  hearing  of  complaints  against  the  Williainsville,  Greenville  & 
Northeastern  railway,  had  at  Williamsville  on  the  3d  of  August,  inst.,  it  was 
ascertained  that  a  charge  was  made  for  the  transfer  of  freights  billed  from  points 
on  the  St.  L.,  I.  M  &  S.  R'y  to  points  on  the  W.,  G.  &  N.  E.  R'y,  and  also  that 
prepayment  of  charges  on  freight  billed  to  said  points  on  the  last  named  road  was 
required. 

The  Commissioners  today  made  the  following  rulings  in  regard  to  the  above 
named  matters  : 

In  regard  to  a  charge  for  the  transfer  of  freights  from  the  station-houses  of 
the  St.  L.,  I.  M.  &  S.  or  the  St.  L.,  C.  G.  &  F.  S.  railways  to  the  station-house  or 
cars  of  the  W.,  G  &  N".  E.  R'y,  or  vice  versa,  the  Commissioners  decide  that  such 
charge,  when  made  on  freights  billed  through  from  points  on  either  of  said  lines  to 
points  on  said  line3,  is  illegal  and  must  be  discontinued.  The  disregard  by  rail- 
road companies  of  the  plain  intent  of  the  laws  of  this  State,  in  relation  to  the 
prompt  delivery  and  receipt  of  freights  at  junction  points,  can  not  betaken  ad- 
vantage of  to  entail  an  additional  charge  for  transfer  at  such  junction  points  All 
freights  must  be  received  and  delivered  "  without  unnecessary  delay,  according  to 
contract."  (Section  2589,  R.  S.  Mo.  1889  )  A  through  bill  of  lading  between  points 
on  different  railroads  does  not  allow  the  charging  or  collection  of  any  additional 
amount  for  transfer  at  junction  points.  In  regard  to  the  matter  of  prepayment  of 
charges  as  now  required  of  the  W.,  C  &  N.  E.  R'y  by  the  St.  L.,  I.  M.  &  S.  and 
St.  L.,C.  G.  &  F.  S.  railways,  and  the  Pacific  Express  Company,  the  Commis- 
sioners decide  that  such  prepayment  can  not  be  required.  The  collection  of  charges 
must  follow  the  delivery  of  the  freight  at  destination. 

Please  be  governed  accordingly. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Very  respectfully, 

J  as.  Harding,  Secretary. 

Copies  of  foregoing  were  mailed  August  9,  1893,  to  Louis  Houck, 
President  St.  L.,  C.  G.  &  Ft.  S.  R'y,  and  G.  A.  Parker,  Freight  Traffic 
Manager  Mo.  P.  R'y. 

The  following  was  mailed  to  Mr.  Holladay: 

City  of  Jeeferson,  Aug.  8,  1893. 
H.  N.  Holladay,  Esq.,  President,  etc.,  Williamsville,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Your  attention  is  called  to  the  following  action  of  the  Cooimis- 
sioners,  had  this  day  : 

"In  the  matter  of  the  complaints  of  merchants  of  Greenville,  Mo.,  vs.  The 
Williamsville,  Greenville  &  Northeastern  Railway  Company,  on  account  of  alleged 
discriminations  in  transportation  facilities,  etc.,  and  concerning  which  complaints 
an  informal  investigation  was  held  at  Williamsville  August  3rd,  inst.  Statements 
by  both  parties  to  complaints  were  beard,  after  which  complaints  were  withdrawn 
and  matters  at  issue  referred  to  the  Commissioners  for  their  decision.  The  matters 
being  fully  considered  by  the  Commissioners,  they  decide  that  the  provisions  of 
sections  2630,  2632  and  2626,  Revised  Statutes  of  Missouri,  1889,  regarding  the  duties 
of  common  carriers  and  expressly  prohibiting  discriminations,  either  in  the  receiv- 
ing and  forwarding  of  merchandise  or  in  the  transportation  of  the  same,  must  be 
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strictly  complied  with  by  the  said  Williams ville,  Greenville  &  Northeastern  Rail- 
way Company. 

In  regard  to  the  matter  of  prepayment  of  charges,  as  now  required  by  the 
Williamsville,  Greenville  &  Northeastern,  the  St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  &  South-  . 
ern  and  St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Ft.  Smith  Railway  Companies,  and  by  the 
Pacific  Express  Company,  the  Commissioners  decide  that  such  prepayment  cannot 
be  required.  The  collection  of  freight  charges  must  follow  the  delivery  of  freight 
at  destination. 

In  regard  to  a  charge  for  the  transfer  of  freight  from  the  St.  L.,  I.  M.  &  S. 
and  St.  L.,  C.  G.  &  Ft.  S  railways  to  tbe  W.%  G.  AS.  E.  railway,  and  vice  versa, 
the  Commissioners  decided  that  such  charge,  when  made  on  freights  billed  through 
from  points  on  either  of  said  lines  to  points  on  said  lines,  is  illegal,  and  must  be 
discontinued.  The  disregard  by  railroad  companies  of  the  plain  intent  of  the  laws 
of  the  State,  in  relation  to  the  delivery  and  receipt  of  freights  at  junction  points, 
cannot  be  taken  advantage  of  so  as  to  entail  an  additional  charge  for  transfer  at 
such  junction  points.  All  freights  must  be  received  and  delivered  "  without  un- 
necessary delay,  according  to  contract."  Section  2589  Rev.  Stat.  Mo.  1889.  A 
through  bill  of  lading  between  points  on  different  railroads  does  not  allow  the 
charging  or  collection  of  any  additional  amounts  for  transfer  at  junction  points. 

By  order  of  the  Raiiroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 

Very  respectfully, 

James  Harding, 

Secretary. 

August  11,  1893 — The  following  was  received  : 

Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.,  August  10,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir — Referring  to  yours  of  the  9th  containing  ruling  of  Commissioners 
concerning  the  transfer  of  freight  at  Williamsville,  I  do  not  understand  what  is 
meant  by  the  words  :  "In  regard  to  the  matter  of  prepayment  of  charges,  as  now 
required  of  the  W.,  G.  &  N.  E.  R'y  by  the  St.  L.,  t.  M.  &  S.  and  St.  L.,  C.  G. 
&  F.  S.  railways  and  the  Pacific  Express  Co.,  the  Commissioners  decide  that  such 
prepayment  cannot  be  required.  The  collections  of  charges  must  follow  the  deliv- 
ery of  the  freight  at  destination."  This  last  sentence  is  very  vague  to  me,  and  I 
do  not  understand  what  is  meant  by  the  same.  If  it  is  intended  to  convey  the 
idea  that  we  must  deliver  freight  to  the  W.,  G.  &  N.  E.  R'y  and  wait  for  our 
charges  until  the  W.,  G.  &  N.  E.  R'y  collects  from  consignee,  I  desire  to  say  that 
such  a  method  would  be  altogether  impracticable.  Further,  we  adopted  a  system 
of  weekly  settlements  with  the  W.,  G.  &  N.  E.  R'y,  the  same  as  is  now  in  force 
between  our  road  and  the  Iron  Mountain  at  Williamsville,  but  we  had  so  much 
trouble  in  getting  a  settlement  with  the  W.,  G.  &  N.  E.  R'y  that  it  was  necessary 
to  abandon  this  method.  Our  agent  has  been  instructed  that  he  must  collect  daily 
from  the  W.,  G.  &  N.  E.  R'y  for  all  freight  delivered  to  them,  and  he  will  also  pay 
cash  to  the  W.,  G.  &  N.  E.  R'y  for  all  freight  they  deliver  to  us. 

The  W.,  G.  &  N.  E.  R'y,  on  several  occasions,  refused  to  pay  charges  on  freight 
we  delivered  to  them  because  some  certain  packages  were  short,  or,  perhaps,  some 
trivial  damages  to  some  of  the  goods.  Tbe  Commissioners  are  well  aware  that  this 
is  not  modern  railroading,  and  on  account  of  these  and  other  delays  in  collecting 
from  them,  we  are  compelled  to  adopt  the  cash  basis,  which  is  undoubtedly  a  privi- 
lege that  is  allowed  all  railroads.  Each  railroad  should  be  allowed  to  say  to  its  con- 
necting line  whether  it  required  settlement  in  cash  or  by  draft. 
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If  the  Commissioners  understand  that  we  require  the  W.,  G-.  &  N.  E.  R'y  to 
prepay  charges  on  freight  they  deliver  to  us  going  over  our  line,  1  desire  to  say 
such  is  not  the  case.  We  receive  freight  from  the  W.,  G.  &  N.  E  R'y,  pay  them 
their  charges  and  bill  the  goods  out  collect,  unless  it  is  certain  classes  of  gcods  on 
which  all  railroads  require  prepayment  of  freight  charges. 

Kindly  lay  this  matter  before  the  Commission  and  advise  meof  their  decision. 

Yours  truly, 

E.  F.  Blomeyer,  G.  F.  A. 

Answered  August  17,  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  *  As  I  understood  the  Commissioners,  their  ruling  regarding  the 
prepayment  of  freight,  and  of  a  transfer  charge  at  Williamsville,  as  set  forth  in 
their  letter  of  the  9th  inst.,  was  as  regards  freights  billed  through.  Freights  billed 
to  Williamsville  would  be  at  destination  on  arrival  there,  and  the  collection  of 
charges  before  delivery,  or  a  transfer  charge,  would  be  proper.  This  is  as  I  under- 
stood it    As  soon  as  the  Commissioners  return  will  bring  matter  up. 

August  24,  1893 — The  following  was  received: 

Greenville  Mo.,'  Aug.  23,  1893. 
To  the  Honorable  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Sirs— Our  condition  here  is  worse  than  ever  ;  our  freight  and  express  are  held 
over  at  Williamsville.  and  not  transferred  at  all.  I  have  written  Mr.  Holladay 
about  the  matter,  and  have  his  answer;  in  fact,  he  came  over  here  to  see  me  in 
person.  He  says  the  I.  M.  refuses  to  transfer  anything  to  his  depot ;  that  they  have 
canceled  their  through  rates  with  him,  and  refuse  to  let  goods  come  unless  he  pays 
the  transfer  from  their  depot  to  his.  Our  goods,  both  freight  and  express,  are  billed 
to  us  at  Greenville,  Mo.;  the  boxes,  barrels,  packages,  etc.,  are  so  marked  and 
tagged.  Our  bills  of  lading  are  the  same.  While  they  receive  goods  so  billed  and 
marked,  they  claim  that  they  receive  them  to  deliver  them  at  their  depot  at  Wil- 
liamsville, Mo. 

We  are  notified  by  the  1.  M.  agent  of  perishable  goods,  and  requested  to  come 
or  send  over  there  and  get  tbem,  which  we  have  to  do,  or  do  without  them  or  pay 
transfer  from  their  depot  to  Holladay's.  Mr.  Holladay  says  he  understands  the 
Houck  road  has  assumed  the  same  position. 

Mr.  C.  A.  Bennett  has  a  lot  of  perishable  goods  that  have  lain  there  at  the  I. 
M.  depot  several  days,  which  they  have  failed  and  refused  to  transfer  to  Holladay's 
depot.  Enclosed  you  will  lind  a  notice  Mr.  Bennett  received  last  night  from  the 
agent  at  Williamsville,  purporting  to  have  come  from  their  freight  agent  at  St. 
Louis,  Mo.  This  is  only  a  sample.  Our  dry  goods,  groceries,  notions  and  every- 
thing else  are  held  there.  Can  they  be  compelled  to  deliver  our  consignments 
shipped  to  Greenville  to  Holladay's  depot9 

Mr.  Holladay  begs  me  to  ask  you  if  they  can  be  compelled  to  form  joint  rates 
with  him.    Mr.  H.  seems  like  he  waqts  to  do  the  right  thing. 

Yours  truly, 

Joel  A.  Meador. 

St.  Louis,  Aug.  22,  1893. 
Agent  Williamsville  :  Yours  of  21st  in  regard  to  bananas,  oranges,  etc.,  for 
C.  A.  Bennett,  Greenville,  Mo. ,  notify  consignee  that  unless  shipment  is  accepted 
that  we  will  sell  it,  and  only  pay  the  amount  realized  less  over-charges.  Any  loss 
accruing  will  have  to  be  done  by  him .  If  it  is  still  refused ,  sell  to  best  advantage. 
Advise  result.  J.  S.  Tustin, 

Freight  Car  Agent. 
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Answered  as  follows  : 

Your  favor  of  the  23dinst.  with  enclosure  relating  to  the  condition  of  affairs 
at  Williamsville,  has  been  received.  I  have  forwarded  the  same  to  Commissioners 
Hennessey  and  Cowgill  at  St.  Louis,  for  their  consideration  and  attention  there. 

Conference  was  bad  at  St.  Louis  between  Commissioners  Hennes- 
sey and  Cowgill  and  Mr.  Parker,  Freight  Traffic  Manager  St.  L.,  I.  M. 
&  S.  R'y,  with  the  result  that  a  satisfactory  through  traffic  arrangement 
and  joint  tariff  was  arranged  for  the  St.  L.,  I.  M.  &  S.  and  W.  G.  &  N. 
E.  E'ys. 


July  1,  1893 — The  following  was  received  : 

St.  Joseph,  Mo  ,  June  30, 1893. 
Secretary  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Department,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — It  has  been  the  custom  here  with  one  or  two  of  the  railroads  to 
charge  us  for  marked  capacity  of  their  cars,  paying  no  respect  whatever  to  the 
amount  that  they  allow  consignors  to  load  their  cars,  particularly,  of  course,  when 
cars  are  under-loaded  ;  the  result  of  which  is,  we  have  paid  on  a  large  number  of 
cars,  for  from  1000  to  5000  lbs.  more  freight  than  the  cars  actually  contained.  They 
refuse  to  bill  on  us  for  actual  weights.  Our  cars  always  run  over  the  rules  of  your 
office  and  laws,  to  wit :  20,000  lbs.  minimum  (  we  have  recently  learned  ). 

Is  there  no  way  to  have  this  kind  of  work  on  the  part  of  the  railroad  stopped, 
and  save  an  absurd  over-charge  ?  What  is  the  penalty  for  their  making  these  over- 
charges? Yours  truly, 

The  St.  Joseph  Grain  Co., 

Wm.  R.  Beckwith,  V.- P. 

Answered  July  6,  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  A  ruling  of  the  Commissioners  in  July,  1879,  established  a  mini- 
mum car-load  of  grain  at  20,000  lbs.  This  ruling  was  sustained  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Missouri  in  decision  rendered  in  July,  1892.  The  ruling  of  the  Commission 
was  also  that  a  excess  above  prescribed  minimum  must  take  same  rate  per  100  lbs. 
as  applied  to  such  minimum.   Of  course  the  excess  would  be  paid  on  weight. 


September  19.  1893 — The  following  was  written  Attorney-General 
Walker,  asking  his  opinion  regarding  the  character  of  a  shipment  of 
lumber  made  from  a  point  in  Missouri  and  billed  to  the  St.  Louis  & 
San  Francisco  R'y  at  Springfield  via  the  K.  C.,  Ft.  S.  &  M.  R.  R.  in 
Arkansas,  for  delivering  at  a  point  on  the  St.  L.  &  S.  F.  R'y,  the  last- 
named  line  claiming  a  higher  rate  than  allowed  by  law  for  transporta- 
tion of  lumber  in  Missouri: 

I  am  instructed  by  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  to  refer  the 
accompanying  papers  to  you  with  the  request  that  you  examine  the  same  and  give 
your  opinion  in  writing,  at  your  earliest  convenience,  as  to  whether  the  rate 
charged  by  the  St.  Louis  San  Trancisco  Railway  Co.  for  the  transportation  of  the 
car-load  of  lumber  referred  to  should  be  made  by  that  company  as  on  a  shipment 
originating  in  Missouri,  or  whether  they  should  consider  it  as  interstate  business. 
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November  13 — The  following  reply  was  received: 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  Nov.  13,  1893. 
James  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  Commissioners: 

Dear  Sir— You  ask  whether  the  rate  charged  by  the  St.  L.  &  S.  F.  R.  R.  Co. 
for  the  transportation  of  the  car-load  of  lumber  referred  to  in  the  papers  herewith 
should  be  made  by  that  company  as  on  a  shipment  originating  in  Missouri,  or  should 
it  be  considered  as  interstate  business.  The  transportation  of  the  lumber  in  ques- 
tion commenced  in  Missouri  and  terminated  in'Miseouri,  and  so  far  as  the  Frisco 
road  is  concerned,  the  shipment  must  be  regarded  as  one  originating  in  this  State. 
The  inquiry  made,  as  you  are  doubtless  aware,  is  one  based  upon  fact  rather  than 
law.  Respectfully, 

R  F.  Walker,  Att'y-General. 

Sept.  14,  1893 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  A.  J.  Vanlanding- 
ham,  Kansas  City,  through  whom  the  question  was  referred  to  the 
Commissioners : 

I  return  herewith  papers  in  case  of  William  Buchanan  vs.  K.  C. ,  F.  S.  &  M. 
and  St.  L.  &  San  F.  R'y  Cos. ,  which  were  received  at  this  office  with  your  letter 
of  Sept.  16,  1893.  The  Commissioners  decided  to  refer  the  matter  to  Attorney- 
General  Walker  for  his  opinion,  which  he  has  sent  in  under  date  Nov.  13th  inst. 
His  decision  U  :"♦****  So  far  as  the  Frisco  road  is  concerned,  the  ship- 
ment must  be  regarded  as  one  originating  in  this  State."  This  is  also  the  ruling  of 
the  Commissioners,  and. in  their  judgment  the  Frisco  company  is  only  entitled  to 
statute  rate  for  its  service. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 


Pacific,  Mo.,  Sept.  13,  1893. 
To  the  R.  R.  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  Jefferson  City : 

Gentlemen — Will  you  kindly  advise  us  whether  railroad  companies  of  this 
State  are  allowed  to  charge  double  first-class  rate  on  excess  freight  in  car-load  lots? 
and  greatly  oblige  Yours  truly, 

Pacific  White  Sand  Co. 

Answered  same  day  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  *  Tne  ruiing  of  this  Board  has  always  been  that  in  cases  where 
a  car  might  be  loaded  in  excess  of  the  prescribed  maximum  car-load  weight,  the 
same,  rate  per  100  pounds  should  apply  to  such  excess  as  applied  to  the  prescribed 
car-  load. 


Nov.  8,  1893 — The  following  was  received : 

Willi amsville,  Wayne  Co.,  Mo.,  Nov.  7,  1893. 
Jas.  Harding,  Sec.  R.  R.  &  W.  H.  Com.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— We  have  shipped  from  this  station  to  Greenville,  Mo.,  a  distance  of 
13mile8,  several  car-loads  of  compressed  brick.  Our  understanding  of  the  stat- 
utes is  that  the  rate  is  $8  per  car-load  of  20,000  pounds,  or  4  cents  per  100.  Ship- 
pers claim  rate  should  be  $8  per  car-load,  whether  weight  was  20,000  pounds  or 
60,000  pounds,  and  insist  on  rate  of  $8  per  car,  regardless  of  weight.  Please  wire 
us  this  a.  m.  at  our  expense  if  our  position  is  the  correct  one. 

Yours  truly,  etc., 

H.  N.  Holladay,  Pres. 


464 


Answered  same  day  by  wire  that  statute  rate  of  $8  per  car  applied 
to  car-load  of  20,000  pounds,  and  that  excess  took  same  rate  per  100 
pounds  as  applied  to  car-load,  or  4  cents  per  100  pounds. 


September  30,  1893 — The  following  was  received : 

Auxvasse,  Mo.,  Sept.  29,  1893. 

To  Railroad  Commissioners : 

Dear  Sirs— Has  a  railroad  got  a  right  to  go  off  and  leave  stock  in  their  pens 
when  they  are  there  in  time  to  load,  or  is  it  expected  of  a  shipper  to  place  the  cars 
at  chute?  The  case  is  this  :  Myself  and  two  other  parties  had  four  loads  of  hoga 
at  McUredie  Thursday  for  shipment.  One  party  got  his  hogs  loaded  ;  we  could  not 
get  to  the  chute  to  load  ours.  The  train  came  and  refused  to  place  cars  at  chute  or 
wait  till  a  force  could  be  got  in  town  or  country  to  push  the  cars,  and  left  three 
loads  of  hogs  in  pens  to  shrink  and  probably  take  a  worse  market.  The  shippers 
on  this  branch  do  all  in  their  power  not  to  delay  trains,  and  often  it  is  almost  im- 
possible to  move  cars.  Please  give  me  the  law  on  this  noint  right  away.  It  does 
seem  to  me  that  they  are  liable  for  damages  to  such  parties.  Respectfully, 

Buckner  &  Boyd. 

P.  S. — Please  answer  immediately. 
Answered  same  day  as  follows : 

*  *  *  *  Section  2589,  Revised  Statutes  Missouri,  1889,  see  page  201  report 
herewith,  requires  all  railroad  corporations  to  receive  all  freight  which  may  be 
offered  at  usual  stopping  places,  and  to  transport  and  deliver  the  same  without  un- 
necessary delay,  according  to  contract.  Yours  is  a  matter  over  which  the  Com- 
missioners have  no  control.  A  railroad  is  presumed  to  be  operated  for  the  use  of 
the  public,  and  all  reasonable  regard  should  be  had  for  their  convenience  and  in- 
terests. If  damaged  by  reason  of  the  action  of  the  company  in  refusing  to  receive 
your  hogs,  and  such  action  can  be  shown  to  be  without  proper  excuse,  you  have  a 
remedy  in  the  courts. 


Nov.  30, 1893— The  following  was  received  : 

Lebanon,  Mo.,  Nov.  29,  1893. 

To  the  R.  R.  Commissioners  of  Missouri : 

1  ship  mules,  and  I  want  to  know  the  law  on  shipping  mules  ;  the  rate  they  can 
charge,  and  if  they  have  a  right  to  have  me  sign  a  contract  releasing  them  of  dam- 
ages ;  I  ship  to  Jackson  Miss,  by  the  way  of  Frisco  &  Gulf  and  I.  C.  R.  R.  I  have 
been  damaged,  and  they  always  say  the  contract  releases  them  ;  that  they  gave  me 
a  reduced  rate  for  a  release.    Give  me  all  required  information. 

Jehu  West,  Lebanon  Mo. 

Answered  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  *  There  are  no  tariffs  filed  in  this  office  showing  rates  on  mules 
from  Lebanon  to  Jackson,  Miss.  The  traffic  is  interstate  and  not  under  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Board. 

As  regards  your  contract  and  release  :  No  contract  can  release  a  railroad  com- 
pany from  the  result  of  its  own  negligence  or  cnrclessness.  If  your  damage  re- 
sulted from  such  carelessness  or  negligence,  your  claim  would  be  valid,  and  you 
could  recover  in  any  court  of  competent  jurisdiction. 
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Dec.  11,  1893— The  following  was  written  Mr.  H.  J.  Cantwell, 
St.  Louie,  in  reply  to  letter  from  him  making  inquiry  regarding  a  legal 
car-load,  and  also  as  regards  classification  of  brick  in  car-loads  : 

*  *  *  *  *  The  Commissioners'  ruling  is  that  20,000  lb?,  constitute  a  car- 
load as  intended  in  sec.  2674  R.  S.  1SS9  This  ruling  was  published  by  them  in  1878, 
and  has  been  sustained  by  the  Supreme  Court.  Seepages  10,  11,  12  and  13  of 
18th  annual  report,  mailed  herewith. 

Fire-brick  are  classified  in  class  4kD"  in  car-loads,  western  classification,  com- 
mon brick  being  in  class  ikE."  This  classification  has  not  been  changed  by  the 
Commission . 


December  13,  1893 — The  following  was  received: 

Liberty,  Mo.,  Dec.  12th,  1893. 
Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Jetferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sirs— The  station  agent  of  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  at  this  place  has 
opened  up  a  coal  business  at  its  depot.  As  he  handles  his  coal  from  the  cars  (hold- 
ing the  cars  on  the  track  until  he  had  disposed  of  the  coal),  he  is  at  no  expense  and 
consequently  a  rough  competitor.  The  railway  company  encourages  and  upholds 
him  in  the  business  to  get  the  freight.  We  wish  to  know  whether  or  not  under 
the  law  a  R .  R.  Co.  can  itself  or  through  its  agent  engage  in  that  kind  of  business  ? 
If  they  can,  every  other  person  in  business  is  practically  at  their  mercy.  An  early 
answer  giving  the  information  asked  above  will  oblige, 

Yours  truly, 

Clay  County  Milling  Co. 

Answered  same  day  as  follows : 

*  *  *  *  *  j  am  instructed  to  state  that  the  law  prohibits  a  railroad  com- 
pany from  engaging  in  any  business  other  than  that  for  which  it  was  especially 
organized.  If  the  agent  is  engaged  in  selling  coal  for  the  railroad  company,  as  its 
servant,  such  action  is  illegal.  It  is  not  clear  that  the  agent  can  not  handle  coal 
on  his  individual  account,  but  such  being  the  case,  there  must  be  no  discrimina- 
tion whatever  in  his  favor  either  in  rates  or  transportation  facilities.  Any  such 
discrimination  on  the  part  of  the  railroad  company  is  clearly  illegal,  and  renders 
them  liable  to  severe  penalties. 


Dec.  15,  1893 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Cantwell  in  reply  to 
further  inquiries  regarding  classification  and  legal  car-loads  : 

*  *  *  *  The  Commissioners  approve  the  Western  classification,  excepting 
in  so  far  as  they  may  have  changed  classification  of  certain  commodities,  as  for 
instance,  in  case  of  cotton  goods,  which  were  reduced  from  first  to  third  class. 
Under  the  law  of  1887,  railroad  companies  file  their  own  classifications  of  freights, 
subject  to  approval  or  revision  by  the  Commissioners.  The  law  makes  no  car- 
load rates  excepting  on  articles  as  enumerated  in  section  2674,  referred  to  by  you, 
and  makes  no  rate  whatever  on  commodities  in  the  four  general  classes.  The  Com- 
missioners have  authority  to  reduce  rates  on  any  commodity,  either  in  car-loads  or 
less,  whenever  it  may  be  deemed  proper  for  them  to  do  so.  The  statute  classifica- 
tion simply  means  that  commodities  in  car-loads,  as  mentioned  in  section  2674,  shall 
be  transported  for  rates  not  to  exceed  those  prescribed  in  section 2675.  These  rates 
are  subject  to  revision  by  the  Commissioners. 
R  R  C — 30 
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December  15,  1893 — The  following  was  received  : 

Greenville,  Mo.,  Dec.  14,  1893. 
To  the  Honorable  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sirs— The  W.  G.  &  N.  E.  railroad  still  persists  in  charging  transfer  at 
Williamsville  on  goods  billed  to  Greenville  via  Williamsville.  The  bills  for  the 
goods  are  so  directed,  the  bills  of  lading  so  show,  the  boxes,  etc. ,  show  the  same. 
Express  from  St.  Louis  to  Greenville  via  Williamsville  is  charged  transfer  or  dray 
at  Williamsville.  Such  freight  and  express,  notwithstanding  the  way  they  are 
marked  and  billed,  they  persist  in  rebilling  at  Williamsville,  and  claim  it  is  not  their 
fault,  but  the  fault  of  the  St.  Louis  depot  office.  Now  I  don't  know  whose  fault 
this  is,  but  sincerely  hope  there  is  some  way  of  correcting  the  same.  Please  let 
me  know  how  this  can  be  adjusted.  I  have  ths  bills,  bills  of  lading,  dray  charges, 
etc.;  if  you  want  to  see  them  I  will  send  them  to  you.  I  have  no  feeling  in  this 
matter,  only  that  justice  may  be  done.  Yours, 

Joel  A.  Meador. 

December  19 — Letter  was  written  H.  N.  Holladay,  President,  as 
follows  : 

A  letter  from  Mr.  Joel  Meador  is  enclosed  herewith,  and  to  which  your  atten- 
tion is  requested.  Please  make  such  early  explanation  of  the  matter  complained  of 
as  you  may  find  proper. 

January  13,  1894 — the  following  was  received  : 

Williamsville,  Wayne  Co.,  Mo.,  January  11,  1894. 
Hon.  Board  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sirs— Referring  to  attached  papers,  I  beg  to  say  that  Mr.  Meador's 
charge  that  we  collect  transfer  charges  on  goods  billed  through  to  Greenville,  Mo  , 
is  without  foundation.  I  would  respectfully  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  only  arrangement  for  "through  billing"  we  have  is  with  the  St.  L.,  1.  M.  &  S. 
R'y,  on  goods  consigned  from  St.  Louis  to  Greenville,  and  on  which  we  make  no 
charge  for  transfer.  Other  shipments  are  sometimes  marked  to  Greenville,  but,  of 
course,  are  only  billed  to  Williamsville.  We  have  no  traffic  arrangement  with  the 
Pacific  Express  Company  or  any  other  express  company,  and  shipments  by  ex- 
press, while  they  are  marked  Greenville,  are  billed  to  Williamsville.  We  trust 
this  explanation  will  be  satisfactory,  and  convince  you  that  we  are  complying  with 
the  law  as  laid  down  by  your  honorable  Board. 

Very  respectfully, 

H.  N.  Holladay,  President. 

Williamsville,  Mo.,  July  4,  1893. 
M.L.  Rhodes,  Esq.,  Agent,  Williamsville,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— Please  note  attached  papers  and  say  what  you  know  about  charges 
preferred  by  Mr.  Meador.    Your  immediate  attention  is  requested. 

Very  truly, 

H.N.  Holladay,  President. 
Willamsville,  WayneCo.,  Mo.,  Jan.  4,  1894. 
John  G.  Settle,  Esq.,  Agent,  Greenville,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Please  note  attached  papers  and  say  what  you  know  about  the 
charges  preferred  by  Mr.  Meador. 

H.  N.  Holladay,  President. 
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Williamsville,  Wayne  Co. ,  Mo.,  Jan.  8,  1894. 

Mr.  H.N.  Holladay,  President: 

Dear  Sir— In  reply  to  attached  charge  preferred  by  J.  A.  Meador,  I  beg  leave 
to  state  that  there  never  has  been  any  goods  rebilled  at  this  office  that  were  de- 
livered to  us  on  a  through  billing  from  St.  Louis  to  Greenville,  Mo. 

Nor  has  there  been  any  transfer  charges  allowed  at  this  office  on  shipments 
of  goods  so  bilied.  Yours  truly, 

M.  L.  Rhodes,  Agent. 

Greenville,  Wayne  Co..  Mo.,  Jan.  9,  1894. 
H.  N.  Holladay,  Bsq.,  President,  VV.  G.  and  N.  E.  Ry.,  Williamsville,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— In  regard  to  complaint  of  J.  A.  Meador,  hereto  attached,  will  say, 
do  not  collect  transfer  charges  ( by  transfer  charges  mean  the  expense  of  having 
freight  hauled  from  the  I.  M.  to  the  W.  G.  and  N.  E.  Ry.  depot  at  Williamsville) 
on  a  through  billing  from  St.  Louis  to  Greenville  from  any  one.  The  only  transfer 
charges  collected  here  are  on  shipments  and  express  matter  billed  to  Williamsville 
and  there  rebilled  to  Greenville.  Yours  truly, 

Jno.  G.  Settle,  Agent. 

January  13,  1894 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Meador: 

"In  his  letter  of  the  11th  inst.,  from  H.  N.  Holladay,  President  etc.,  relative 
to  your  complaint  of  transfer  charges  at  Williamsville,  as  per  your  letter  of  Dec. 
14th  ult. ,  he  states  the  only  arrangements  for  through  billing  the  W.  G.  &  N.  E. 
R'y  has  is  with  the  St.  L.,  I.  M.  &  S.  Ry.  Co.,  and  on  such  shipments  no  transfer 
charge  is  made,  and  that  they  have  no  traffic  arrangements  with  any  express  com- 
pany. Shipments  marked  for  Greenville  are  billed  to  Williamsville.  It  would 
seem,  however,  that  express  freight  should  be  billed  for  delivery  to  the  W.,  G.  & 
N.  E.  Ry.  and  then  there  could  be  no  reason  for  any  transfer  charge. 

Nothing  further  was  heard  from  complainant  in  the  matter,  and  so 
far  as  the  Commissioners  are  informed,  the  arrangements  at  Williams- 
ville for  transfer  and  forwarding  freight  are  satisfactory. 


Jan.  11,  1894 — The  following  was  received: 

Desloge,  Mo.,  Jan.  10,  1894. 
Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — We  have  our  goods  shipped  over  the  Mississippi  River  &  Bonne 
Terre  R.  R.,  and  they  let  them  lay  at  Riverside  or  Bonne  Terre  for  weeks  at  a  time 
when  we  need  them  badly. 

If  there  is  any  recourse  that  you  can  take  against  them  to  make  them  deliver 
our  goods  in  a  reasonable  time,  we  would  be  much  obliged  for  you  to  do  so  ;  or  tell 
us  what  to  do.  Respectfully, 

W.  B.  Murrill  &  Co. 

Eeferred  same  day  to  J.  Barns,  Gen.  Sup't,  etc. 

*  Complaint  is  made  to  this  Office  by  merchants  at  Desloge  that  goods  shipped 
to  that  point  via  the  Mississippi  River  &  Bonne  Terre  railway  are  delayed  for  a 
long  time  at  Riverside,  putting  the  merchants  to  great  inconvenience.  Please  look 
into  the  matter  and  do  whatever  is  necessary  to  insure  the  prompt  forwarding  of 
merchandise  over  your  line. 

By  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners. 
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Reply  received  Jan.  16,  as  follows : 

Bonne  Terre,  Mo.,  Jan.  12;  1894. 
Mr.  Jas.  Harding,  Sec.  State  Board  R.  R.  and  W.  H.  Coin.,  Jefferson  City  : 

Dear  Sir— 1  am  at  a  loss  to  know  upon  what  ground  this  complaint  could  be 
based,  as  for  the  past  thirty  days  our  intercnange  of  traffic  with  the  St.  L.,  I.  M  . 
&S.  R'y  has  not  been  of  sufficient  magnitude  to  amount  to  anything,  and  it  was 
handled  promptly. 

During  the  first  20  days  of  December,  1893,  while  the  river  was  blocked  on 
account  of  low  water,  we  were  compelled  to  send  all  our  freights  via  St.  L. ,  t.  M. 
&S.  R'y  from  St.  Louis  to  Riverside,  and  as  the  connecting  track  only  holds  a 
small  number  of  cars  and  the  traffic  was  quite  heavy,  they  delayed  it  some,  while 
some  of  the  responsibility  rested  with  us  on  account  of  a  want  of  proper  joint 
facilities. 

We  would  like  a  specific  case,  or  a  number  of  them,  so  that  we  can  run  them 
down.  During  the  time  we  have  been  in  operation,  four  years,  we  have  always- 
been  able  to  satisfy  the  Board  of  our  good  intentions,  and  will  say  that  we  shall  do- 
so  in  this  case.  Tours  truly, 

J.  Burns,  Gen'i  Supt. 

January  15 — The  following  letter  was  written  Murrell  &  Co. : 

In  letter  from  J.  Burns,  Superintendent  Mississippi  River  &  Bonne  Terre 
railway,  received  today,  and  relating  to  your  complaint  of  unusual  detention  of 
freight  at  Riverside,  he  states,  ' k  *  *  *  *  *  for  the  past  thirty  days  our  inter- 
change  of  traffic  with  the  St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  &  Southern  railway  has  not 
been  of  sufficient  magnitude  to  amount  to  anything,  and  it  was  handled  promptly. 
During  the  first  twenty  days  of  December,  1893,  while  the  river  was  blocked  on 
account  of  low  water,  we  were  compelled  to  send  all  our  freights  via  the  St.  L. 
I.  M.  &  S.  Ry.  from  St.  Louis  to  Riverside,  and  as  the  connecting  track  only  holds 
a  small  number  of  cars  and  the  traffic  was  quite  heavy,  they  delayed  it  some,  while 
some  of  the  responsibility  rested  with  us  on  account  of  want  of  proper  facilities. " 
Mr.  Burns  requests  that  a  specific  case,  or  a  number  of  cases,  be  forwarded  so  that 
he  may  investigate  and  make  good  any  loss. 

January  18 — Reply  was  received  as  follows  : 

Desloge,  Mo.,  Jan.  17,  1894. 

Mr.  James  Harding,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. : 

Dear  Sir— In  reply  to  your  favor,  will  say  we  complain  about  the  general  deten- 
tion of  our  goods,  and  ask  no  loss  for  past  delay,  for  they  are  so  numerous. 

Our  goods  are  generally  from  eight  to  fourteen  days  from  time  of  shipment 
from  St.  Louis  till  we  get  them — a  distance  of  60  miles. 

Enclosed  find  freight  bills  of  shipment  and  arrival  of  goods.  Some  of  our  goods 
were  brought  last  night  and  side-tracked  and  they  are  there  yet  in  a  sealed  car. 

If  you  want  my  reference,  refer  to  Williams  Bros.,  Flat  River,  Mo,  or  any 
other  merchant  on  the  M.  R.  and  B.  T.  R.  R. 

Respectfully, 

W.  B.  Murrell  <fc  Co. 

Jan.  18 — Letter  was  written  Mr.  Burns  as  follows : 

J  n  letter  received  this  morning  from  parties  at  Desloge  it  is  stated  :  '*  *  *  * 
We  complain  about  the  general  detention  of  our  goods."  "Our  goods  are  gener- 
ally from  eight  to  fourteen  days  from  time  of  shipment  from  St.  Louis  till  we  get 
them— a  distance  of  00  miles."    "Some  of  our  goods  were  brought  last  night  and 
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side-tracked,  and  they  are  there  yet  in  a  sealed  car."  The  above  is  in  reply  to 
letter  from  this  office  suggesting  specific  statement  of  detention  of  freights  at 
Riverside,  as  per  your  letter  of  the  12th  inst. 

Jan.  31 — Reply  was  received  : 

Bonne  Terre,  Mo.,  Jan.  28,  1894. 
Mr.  James  Harding.  Sec'y  R.  R.  and  Warehouse  Com  ,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Your  favor  Jan.  18th,  in  reply  to  mine  of  Jan.  12th,  relative  to  com- 
plaints from  shippers  at  Desloge,  Mo. ,  relative  to  delays  of  freight  shipments,  will 
say.  that  immediately  upon  receipt  of  yours  of  18th  inst.  we  took  this  matter  up 
with  our  agent  at  Desloge,  and  beg  to  submit  the  enclosed  copies  of  correspondence 
as  evidence  that  our  agent  did  all  he  could  in  the  matter  of  making  deliveries,  but 
it  would  seem  that  the  consignees  were  not  anxious  to  receive'the  shipments.  You 
will  note  that  the  agent  went  to  each  merchant  and  notified  them  what  freight  he 
had  for  them  in  the  cars,  and  unsealed  the  cars  aad  delivered  freight  to  those  who 
came  after  it,  and  the  cars  were  set  out  on  that  siding  so  as  to  deliver  their  goods. 
Trusting  our  action  in  this  matter  will  prove  satisfactory,  I  remain, 

Yours  truly, 
J.  Burns,  Gen'l  Supt. 

Bonne  Terre,  Mo.,  January  20,  1894. 

J.  F.  Watts,  Esq.,  Agent,  Desloge,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir  — On  the  night  of  January  16th,  extra  south  set  out  its  merchandise 
cars  out  at  your  station  on  the  siding  ;  it  being  about  10:  00  p.  m.,  and  the  station 
closed,  they  of  course,  could  not  unload  the  freight  on  your  platform  and  leave  it 
there.  Now  we  have  received  complaint  that  the  merchants  of  Desloge  were  un- 
able to  get  their  freight  the  next  day  until  after  the  train  and  engine  crew  got  back 
to  Desloge  and  placed  the  cars  at  the  depot.  1  should  like  to  have  full  explanation 
from  you  as  to  why  you  did  not  open  the  cars  and  check  out  their  freight  and 
deliver  same  to  them  from  the  siding.  This  thing  of  standing  around  and  waiting 
for  cars  to  be  set  at  a  certain  place  has  got  to  be  stopped,  and  in  future  the  train 
crews  will  have  instructions,  that  when  they  arrive  at  your  station  after  you  have 
gone  home  at  n'ght,  they  will  call  you  and  unload  the  stuff  then,  but  will  add 
further,  that  in  future  before  leaving  the  office  at  night  you  will  ask  this  office  if 
any  merchandise  coming  south  for  your  station,  and  you  will  be  informed  to  that 
effect,  and  will  be  required  to  be  on  hand  and  check  same  without  being  called. 
These  complaints  at  that  point  must  be  stopped. 

Return  this  letter  with  reply. 

Yours  truly,  J.  Burns,  Gen'l  Supt. 

Desloge,  Mo.,  Jan.  22,  1894. 
J.  Burns,  Esq.,  General  Superintendent,  Bonne  Terre,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— Replying  to  yours  attached.  Extra  south  set  out  three  cars,  Nos. 
307,  309  and  312,  here  night  of  16tfi.  Early  on  morning  of  17th  1  went  as  usual  to 
every  merchant  who  had  goods  in  the  cars  and  told  them  I  was  ready  to  check  the 
freight,  but  every  one  of  them  said  they  preferred  to  wait  until  freight  was  un- 
loaded. 1  went  over  to  Desloges'  and  asked  them  to  come  after  their  freight. 
They  brought  the  cars  over  to  their  works  with  their  engine,  and  we  worked  two 
hours  getting  what  we  could  of  their  freight.  We  had  six  or  seven  of  their  men 
and  we  all  worked  hard,  and  when  we  brought  cars  back  we  tried  to  get  Mr.  W.  B. 
Murrell  &  Co.'s  freight,  which  was  five  cases  boots  and  shoes,  but  Taylor  Manu- 
facturing Company  had  seven  cases  of  asbestos  pipe  covering  which  was  on  top  of 
the  five  cases  B.  &  S.   We  moved  a  lot  of  freight  and  tried  to  get  them,  but  we 
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could  not  doit  without  unloading  some  south-bound  freight,  and  Mr.  Murrell,  him- 
self, sent  word  to  let  it  go  until  engine  come  to  unload  it .  I  sent  word  to  Mr.  Dry- 
den,  at  Taylor's,  to  come  and  get  his  freight,  and  he  came  and  got  two  wagon  loads, 
and  we  were  just  in  position  to  get  out  the  B.  &  S.  when  the  engine  and  crew  came 
and  brought  cars  to  depot  and  unloaded  balance  of  freight,  excepting  some  iron  for 
Desloge  Con.  Lead  Co.,  which  we  could  not  get  out,  until  they  took  car  to  Flat 
river  and  unloaded  some  freight  and  brought  it  back  to  unload  the  iron.  I  believe 
by  inquiring  of  Mr.  Desloge  or  anybody  else  here  you  will  find  that  I  am  using 
every  energy  to  accommodate  everybody  here  and  to  facilitate  the  best  interests  of 
the  company,  and  I  am  very  sorry  to  know  that  I  am  blamed  for  any  inconvenience 
or  delay  which  would  be  detrimental  to  the  patronage  of  the  road.  I  am  confident 
that  this  statement  can  be  corroborated  by  all  parties  concerned. 

Yours  truly, 

J.  F.  Waits,  Agent. 

January  30 — The  following  was  written  to  Mr.  Burns  : 

*  *  *  *  With  this  are  enclosed  copies  of  letters  from  W.  B.  Murrell  &  Co  ,. 
setting  forth  the  matter  complained  of.  Their  complaint  is  of  detention  at  Kiver- 
side,  claiming  that  goods  shipped  from  St.  Louis  are  from  eight  to  fourteen  days  in 
reaching  their  destination.  The  explanation  of  agent  at  Desloge  does  not  seem  to 
meet  the  complaint,  except  as  regards  the  affair  of  the  16th  inst.  at  Desloge.  The 
copies  herewith  are  for  information. 

February  5 — The  following  was  received  : 

Bonne  Terre,  Mo.,  Jan.  31,  1894. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  R.  K.  and  W.  H.  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir — Enclosed  please  find  copy  of  a  communication  which  has  just 
reached  me  from  W.  B.  Murrell  &  Co.,  of  Desloge,  Mo.  You  will  note  its  purport 
and  my  reply.  As  you  are  probably  aware,  we  have  a  boat- line  connection  between 
St.  Louis,  East  St.  Louis  and  Riverside,  and  give  the  beet  service  practicable  via 
water  line  during  this  season  of  the  year.  The  ice  has  now  been  running  in  river 
for  about  10  days,  thus  shutting  off  our  river  line.  These  people  have  the  privi- 
lege of  shipping  via  St.  L.,  I.  M.  &  S.  R'y  from  St. Louis  to  Riverside,  and  then  by 
our  rail  line,  but  on  account  of  a  much  less  rate,  ship  via  the  river,  which  is  to 
some  extent  uncertain.  1  write  this  information  for  the  Board,  as  this  gentleman 
is  evidently  hostile.  Yours  truly, 

J.  Burns,  Gen'l  Sup't. 

Desloge,  Mo.,  Jan.  31,  1894. 

Mr.  J.  Burns,  Bonne  Terre,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— We  had  a  small  bill  of  goods  shipped  from  St.  Louis  on  the  22nd; 
have  not  received  them  yet.  Now,  if  you  deliver  goods  so  promptly  as  you  say 
you  do,  please  let  us  know  something  about  this  delay. 

The  next  time  we  report  you  to  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners 
we  will  have  witnesses  and  go  before  a  justice  of  the  peace  and  make  an  affidavit. 
We  pay  you  about  one-third  more  on  freight  than  at  Doe  Run.  We  don't  mind 
paying  the  freight  if  we  could  get  goods  on  reasonable  time. 

Please  deliver  our  goods  promptly  ;  we  are  tired.  We  are  not  going  to  put  up 
with  such  business  any  longer.  Respectfully, 

W.  B.  Ml'URILL. 
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Bonne  Terre,  Mo.,  Jan.  31,  1894. 

W.  B.  Murrill,  Esq.,  Desloge,  Mo.  : 

Dear  Sir— This  is  to  notify  you  that  the  M.  R.  &  B.  T.  Transportation  Co.  is 
and  will  be  subject  to  S3tne  unavoidable  delays  until  the  ice  has  ceased  to  run  in 
the  river  ;  therefore,  we  suggest  that  you  make  your  shipments  via  the  St.  L.,  I. 
M.  &  S.  R'y,  or  some  other  line,  as  we  cannot  undertake  to  give  the  time  you  de- 
mand by  our  rail  and  water  line.  We  will,  however,  endeavor  to  locate  your 
freight  referred  to,  if  you  will  furnish  us  some  kind  of  data  in  way  of  bill  of  lading, 
dray  ticket  or  description  of  goods,  such  as  is  customary  and  necessary  to  enable 
us  to  trace  intelligently.  Yours  truly, 

J.  Burns,  Gen'l  Supt. 

Feb.  13 — The  following  was  received  : 

Bonne  Terre,  Mo.,  Feb.  12,  1894. 
Mr.  James  Harding,  Sec'y  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  : 

Dear  Sir— I  beg  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  yours  of  Jan.  30,  relative  to  letters 
of  complaints  from  Messrs.  W.  B.  Murrell  &  Co.,  Desloge,  Mo.,  account  of  delays 
to  shipments  en  route,  and  in  reply  will  say,  that  shipments  are  not  delayed  at 
Riverside  at  all,  as  all  shipments  are  always  taken  out  of  Riverside  the  same  day 
they  are  received  at  that  point,  and  brought  south  and  distributed  along  the  line. 
As  I  stated  in  my  letter  of  Jan.  23,  our  boat  line  is  somewhat  uncertain  when  ice 
is  running  in  the  river,  and  we  had  the  misfortune  to  have  our  boat  caught  in  the 
river  near  St.  Louis  with  a  load  of  freight,  and  it  could  not  be  taken  back  and  un- 
loaded on  account  of  the  ice  for  several  days,  and  in  consequence  of  which  two 
cars  of  merchandise  which  happened  to  be  on  the  boat  at  the  time  suffered  sev- 
eral days  delay,  otherwise  we  would  have  had  the  freight  come  via  Iron  Mountain 
railway  to  Riverside.  Yours  truly, 

J.  Burns,  Gen'l  Supt. 

Facts  elicited  did  not  show  any  willful  neglect  or  carelessness  on 
the  part  of  the  M.  R.  &  Bonne  Terre  R'y  Co.  in  the  prompt  forward- 
ing and  delivery  of  freight.  The  occasional  obstruction  of  navigation 
by  reason  of  ice  in  the  Mississippi  river  was  the  principal  cause  of 
delay,  and  this  the  company  could  not  prevent. 


Jan  16,  1894 — The  following  was  received: 

Edina,  Mo.,  Jan.  13,  1894. 
State  of  Missouri  Railway  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Dear  Sir— My  boy,  Fredrick  Fink,  hired  a  car  here  at  Edina,  Mo.,  to  go  to 
Hennessey,  Oklahoma  territory,  for  $75,  and  left  here  December  7, 1893,  and  had 
only  two  old  horses  and  two  2-yeaivold  horses  to  load,  with  one  2-horse  wagon  and 
one  3-horse  breaking  plow  ;  and  so  to  feed.   The  horses  loaded  on  by  actual  weight. 


Oats  

Weight  of  two  horses  and  wagon. . 

Two  colts   

One  sack  com  (2  b.)  and  one  plow 

Lumber  for  partition  in  car  

Total   


24,440 
3,220 
1,500 
300 
200 
29,660 
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And  the  agent  at  Hennessey,  Oklahoma,  put  on  an  extra  charge  of  $40,  making 
in  all  $115  total  charge.  Now,  had  the  agent  of  the  Rock  Island  railroad  any  right 
to  charge  my  boy  the  extra  $40,  and  can  I  get  it  back.  Hoping  to  have  an  early 
reply  to  this  matter,  £  remain  yours,  dear  sir, 

George  Fink. 

January  17,  1894 — The  following  was  written  Mr.  Fink  : 

*  *  *  *  The  right  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  railway  to 
charge  an  additional  amount  for  transportation  depends  upon  the  contract  made. 
If  the  contract  was  made  for  delivery  from  Edinato  Hennessey  for  $75,  the  company 
receiving  the  shipment  is  responsible*  for  excess  paid,  unless  in  the  contract  there 
are  provisions  which  warrant  the  additional  charge.  The  matter  is  one  which  this 
Board  can  not  control,  being  interstate  traffic. 


Feb.  9,  1894 — The  following  was  received : 

Lebanon,  Mo.,  Feb.  8,  1894. 

Railroad  Commissioners,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

There  are  a  great  many  traveling  salesmen  that  would  like  to  have  their 
trunks  handled  with  more  care,  and  if  it  is  a  part  of  your  business  to  look  after  this 
matter,  would  it  not  be  well  for  you  to  do  so  ?  There  are  thousands  of  dollars'  worth 
of  trunks  destroyed  every  year  by  railroads  in  letting  trunks  tumble  out  of  the  cars 
on  the  platforms  without  lifting  them  carefully  from  the  trains  or  having  a  truck  to 
put  out  on.  A  correction  of  this  would  save  a  great  deal  of  money  to  the  whole- 
sale houses.  Yours  truly, 

W.  M.  Kinley, 

502  E.  Walnut  st  ,  Springfield  Mo. 

Answered  on  same  day  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  xhe  Railroad  Commissioners  of  this  State  have  no  jurisdiction  or 
authority  whatsoever  in  regard  to  the  handling  of  baggage,  nor  is  there  anything 
in  the  laws  of  this  State  in  any  way  referring  to  the  matter. 


April  1,  1894 — The  following  was  received  : 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  March  30, 1894. 

James  Harding,  Jefferson  City,  Mo,: 

Dear  General— In  the  near  future  I  intend  issuing  a  new  distance  tariff  for  the 
Kansas  City  <fc  Atlantic  Railroad  Company,  but  before  commencing  the  work  1 
would  greatly  appreciate  a  little  information  regarding  car-load  weight.  Ha/e  the 
Railroad  Commissioners  established  minimum  car-load  weigts  for  each  of  the 
special  classes  of  freight,  viz;  D,  E,  F,  G,  H,  I  and  J?  and  if  they  have  so  ruled, 
will  you  kindly  so  advise,  giving  me  the  established  car-load  weight  for  each  ? 

In  reading  Judge  Black's  decision  in  the  case  of  John  N.  Ross  et  al.  against 
the  Kansas  City,  St.  Joseph  &  Council  Bluffs  Railroad  Company,  1  conclude  that 
two  thousand  (2000)  is  the  established  minimum  weight  for  each  class.  Is  this  cor- 
rect?  Should  tariff  be  submitted  to  you  for  approval  before  printing? 

Respectfully  yours, 

C.  A.  Peabody,  Auditor. 
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Answered  April  2  as  follows  : 

*  *  *  *  in  1878  the  Commissioners  established  20.000  pounds  as  a  minimum 
car-load  for  commodities  named  in  section  2674,  R.  S.  1889.  Their  ruling  also  was 
that  a  car  when  loaded  to  its  capacity,  the  same  being  less  than  20,000  pounds,  the 
rate  per  100  pounds,  as  applied  to  20,000  pounds,  should  apply  to  the,  smaller  car- 
load. In  cases  where  the  car-load  exceeded  20,000  pounds,  same  rate  per  100  peunds 
would  apply  to  excess. 

Your  line  belonging  to  class  C  would  probably  be  allowed  to  charge  statute 
rates  (Sec.  2675  Rev.  Stat.  1889).  It  would  not  be  necessary  to  submit  tariff  before 
publishing,  but  care  should  be  taken  not  to  exceed  statutory  rates.  You  are  aware 
of  course  that  the  law  does  not  prescribe  rates  on  general  classes. 
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Total  mileage  on  which 
stocks  and  bonds  are 

iRATIPfl  
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§ 

Total  stock  and 
bonds  

$118,207 
40  000 
BOO, 000 
308,650 
50,000 
304 , 500 
60,000 
5.016.9.M) 
4,809,730 
12,158,772 
12,905  566 
6,681,905 
75, 150 
3,212,000 
84  637 
648,475 

22,301 !  96'.) 
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4,356,8(3 
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Brunswick  &  ChillicOthe   , 
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Chicago,  Burlington  &  Kansas  City 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  , . 

Chicago,  R'ick  Island  &  Pac  ific  

Chicago,  Santa  F«  &  California  

Crystal  railway  

Carrent  River  railroad  

DesMoines  &  Kansas  City  
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COST  CONSTRUCTION  AND  EQUIPMENT  AS  REPORTED  JUNE  30,  1S94. 
Entire  Mileage  of  Companies  reporting. 


Name  of  Railroad. 


5  a  5  ~ 

%  3  2 


-  > 

&  < 


Name  of  Railroad. 


o  5  H 

cs  as 
g3  (3 


Atchison  ft  Nebra&ka 

Bsllevne  Valley   

B  A  N  Valley  

Cherrv  Vallev 
Chicago.  B  ft  K  C 
Chicago  Great  Western 
Chicago,  M  ft  St.  P 
Chicago,  K.I  &  P. 
Chicago,  3.  Fe  &  Cal 
Crystal  railway  .  . . 
Current  River  — 
Des  Moines  ft  K  C  . 
Eareka  Springs 
Hannibal  ft  St  Joseph 
K.  C  &  Atlantic.    . . 
Kacsas  City  Bait  R'y 
K.  C.  C  A  S 
K.  C   Ft    S  it  M  .. 
K.  C.  ft  I  Air  line  .. 
K.  C.  O  A  S. 
K  c   Pisttborg  &  Gulf 
K.  C.  Ft.  S.  ft  S|  ... 
K.      St.  J  ft  C   B  . 
K.C  St   L  ft  C 
K  C  Sunm-ban  Bidt 
Keokuk  A  Western  . 
Louisiana  A:  Mo.  River 
Leon,  Mt  A  A  S  W  . 


$5,823,500 
33,092, 
977,391' 
43,916' 
8,994.959 
54,508,6861 
210,440,713 
104,014,183 
36,325,24.-) 
94,875i 
3,219,909 
1,501,814 
1,499,600 
23,733,003 
2,50s. 291 
2,059,841 
5,052,693 
30,050  913 
1,047,33s 
4  020.161 
8  400,000 
2  780,047 
13.230,918 
5,021 ,7(>0 
4,358,990 
4.200,f;00 
6,198,700 
4,191,400 


$39,246 
9.830 
27,925 
7,153 
49,679 
68,601 
34,230 
36.107 
73,937 
27,107 
39,292 
13,409 
81,059 
81.057 
95,736 

205,934 
29,018 
44,812 

172,828 
35,893 
50,000 
40,68 < 
42,347 
3<i,830 

314,087 
29,412 
51,987 
40  325 


Miss  River  AB.  T  .... 
Mo.  Kansas  A  Eastern  . . 
Mo  Kansas  &  Texas  .. 

Missouri  Pacific  

Missouri  Sontheastern. . 

Missouri  Southern  

Omaha  A  Sc  Louis   

Q  O.  A  K.  C   

K.  L.  A  Northern 
Sedalia,  Warsaw  A  S 
St.  Joseph,  St.  L  AS.F 
Sc  Joseph  A  Des  Moines 
St   Joseph  A  Nebraska. . 

Bt.  Joseph  Terminal  

St.  L.  C  G  A  Ft  S.  . 
Sc.  Louis  A  Hannibal... 

St.  L  I.  M  AS   

St.  L  K  C  A  C  

St  L  KAN   

St  L  M  B  T  

St.  L  A  San  Francisco.. 
St.  Louis  Southwestern. 
St  Louis  Transfer  R'y  . 
Terminal  Railroad  Aes'n 

Wabash   

W  ,  G.  A  St.  Louis   

Total.   


$992,321 
4,050  000 
128,716,611 
49,793,617 
29,936 
143,164 
7,590,250 
3,362,480 
54,689 
516,000 
2,482,129 
2,029,399 
266,100 
634,051 
2,407,825 
814,857 
67,435,772 
3,852,899 
15,639,233 
4,689  867 
66,570  807 
46,995 ;441 
528.375 
9,934,049 
133,433,500 
340,910 


1,094,582,247 


The  above  table  shows  C03t  of  construction,  equipment,  repairs,  renewals  and  betterments, 
from  original  construction  up  to  Jane  30th,  1894. 
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Passenger  earnings 
per  mile  of  road. . 


Av.  receipts  for 
passenger  train 
mile  


Mileage  of  passes 
ger  trains  
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senger per  mile. . 


Av.  rate  per  pas- 
senger per  mile. , 


Av.  am't  received 
from  each  passen- 
ger   


Av.  distance  trav- 
eled per  passen 
ger,  miles,..   


Passengers  carried 
one  mile  


Passengers  carried 
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INCOME,  ASSETS  AND  LIABILITIES. 


Atchison  &  Nebraska  Railroad  Company. 


Income  Account. 


$180,571  03 
180,571  03 

Deductions  from  income : 

$147,750  00 
32,821  03 

Leased  by  Burlington  &  Missouri  River  R  R.  Co.  of  Nebraska. 

Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 

Total  June 

30,  1893. 

Total  June 
30, 1894. 

Increase,  y'r 
ending  June 
30,  1894. 

Assets : 

$5,812,276  47 

$5,823,500  40 

$11,223  93 

Liabilities : 
Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  R.  R.. 

$3,346,280  00 
2,275,000  00 
190,996  47 

$3,346,280  00 
2,275,000  00 
202,220  40 

$11,223  93 

5,812,276  47 

5,823,500  40 

11,223  93 
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Brownville  &  Nodaway  Yalley  Railroad  Company. 


Income  Account. 


$27,116  99 
27,116  99 

Deductions  from  income : 
Taxes  (Missouri  $536.62)  

$24,000  00 
3,116  99 

Leased  and  operated  by  Chicago,  Bnrlington  &  Qnincy  R.  R.  Co. 

Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 

Total  June  30, 
1893. 

Total  June  30, 
1894. 

Assets : 
Liabilities  : 

$977,391  29 

$977,391  29 

$543,200  00 
300,000  00 
134,191  29 

$543,200  00 
300,000  00 
134,191  29 

977,391  29 

977, 391  29 

Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities  : 
Balance  current  liabilities  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30, 1S94 : 

Loans  and  bills  payable  


$134,191  27 


$134,191  27 
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Chicago,  Burlington  &  Kansas  City  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation, 
Less  operating  expenses.  


Income  from  operation 


Total  income  

Deductions  from  income: 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued. 

Rents  

Taxes  

Other  deductions  


Total  deductions  from  income. 


Net  income  

Surplus  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894, 

Deficit  on  June  30,1893  

Deficit  on  June  30,  1894   


$351,582  33 
268,319  96 


49,200  00 
6,682  50 
13,294  01 
108  08 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June 
30,  1893. 

Total  June 
30,1894. 

Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

Assets : 

$8,824,765  62 
.165,757  23 
789  92 
60,785  14 
59,232  69 

$8,828,181  95 
160,777  43 
789  92 
32,561  51 
45,254  91 

$3,416  33 
1,020  20 

$28,223  63 
13,977  78 

Cost  of  equipment  

Stock  other  Go's  owned. 
Cash  and  current  assets. 

9.111,330  60 

9.073.565  72 

37,764  88 

Liabilities : 

$8,000,000  00 

$8,000  000  00 
820,000  00 
244,387  25 
2,027  67 
7,150  80 

820,000  00 

857.058  41 
1,724  50 

Current  liabilities  

1,101.445  66 
3,752  17 
6,132  77 

Accounts  not  liabilities. 

1,018  03 

9,111,330  eo 

9,073,565  72 

37,764  88- 
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Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash   

Due  from  agents    , 

Net  traffic  bilances  due  from  other  companies  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Balance  current  liabilities  , 

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1891: 

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  

Matured  interest  unpaid,  including  coupons  due  

Rentals  due  


$24,619  59 
513  79 
2,959  73 
4,468  40 

211,825  74 


244,387  25 


$12,799  93 
9,622  92 
221,400  00 
564  40 


244,387  25 


Chicago  Great  Western  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation 
Dividends  on  stocks  owned 


Total  income 


Deductions  from  Income  : 

Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued  

Interest  on  interest-bearing  current  liabilities  ac- 
crued, not  otherwise  provided  for  

Taxes  


$3,961,000  71 
3,183,373  48 


248,844  54 

25,585  11 
120,000  00 


Total  deductions  from  income 


Net  Income  

Guaranteed  interest  accrued  on  4%  debenture  stock. . 


Total  

Surplus  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894, 


379,080  00 


$777,627  23 
3,910  00 


781,537  23 


394,429  65 


387,107  58 
379,080  00 


8,027  58 
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Current  Assets  and  Liabilities . 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  

Bills  receivable  

Due  from  agents  

Due  frocn  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

♦Other  cash  assets,  excluding  materials  and  supplies  

Balance  current  liabilities  .  

Total  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894  : 

Loans  and  bills  payable  

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  

Net  traffic  balances  due  to  other  companies  

Dividends  not  called  for  

Matured  interest  unpaid,  including  coupons  due  

Miscellaneous  

Total  


$600,664  33 
26,118  65 
103,889  95 
98,582  94 
3,893  14 
404,018  62 


1,237,167  63 


477,524  07 
349,958  10 
232,833  62 
6,450  01 
8,320  00 
70,578  75 
91,503  OS 


1,237,167  63 


•Materials  and  supplies  on  hand,  $169,738.65. 


Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation  

Dividends  on  stocks  owned  

Interest  on  bonds  owned  

Miscellaneous  income,  less  expenses. 


Income  from  other  sources. 
Total  income  


Deductions  from  income : 

Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued  

Interest  on  interest-bearing  current  liabilities  ac- 
crued, not  otherwise  provided  for  

Taxes   


Total  deduction!  from  income. 


Net  income  

Dividends,  4  per  cent,  common  stock .  .v 
Dividends,  7  per  cent,  preferred  stock 


Total 


Surplus  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30. 1894. 
Surplus  on  June  30,  1893  


Surplus  

Profit  and  loss  account 


Surplus  on  June  30,  1894, 


$31,515,623  75 
19,102,928  45 


51,032  00 
15,938  64 
33,713  53 


7,503,747  98 

95,821  65 
1,199,077  00 


1,838,307  64 
1,809,213  00 


$12,412,695  30 


100,684  17 


12,513,379,  47 


8,798,646  63 


3,714,732  84 


3,647,520  64 

67,212  20 
6,487,899  06 


6,555,111  75 
34,071  17 


6,521,040  08 
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Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


TotalJune30, 
1893. 


Total  June  30, 
1894. 


Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 


Increase. 


Decrease. 


Assets : 

Cost  of  road  \ 

Cost  of  equipment  j 
Stock  of  other  com- 
panies owned  

Bonds  of  other  com- 
panies owned  

Real  estate  

Cash  and  current  as- 
sets   

Other  assets : 

Material  and  supplies 
Sinking  fund  

Grand  total  

Liabilities : 

Capital  stock  

Funded  debt  

Current  liabilities. . . 

Accrued  interest  on 
funded  debt  not  yet 
payable  

Profit  and  loss  

Grand  total  


$195,223,233  67 

6,845,622  52 

314,600  00 
13,270  70 

13,122,165  05 


2,631,665  99 
405, S00  33 


$210,440,713  45 

732,561  77 

230,525  00 
13,270  70 

9,565,543  47 


2,226,568  35 
472,886  5S 


218,556,358  26 


223,682,069  32 


71,795,161  00 
130,805,500  00 
9,304,077  79 


163,720  42 
1,487,899  05 


72,001,161  00 
138,801,000  00 
6,098,683  16 


260,235  08 
6,521,040  08 


218,556,358  26 


223,682,069  32 


$15,217,479  78 


67,086  25 


5,125,711  06 


206,000  00 
7,995,500  00 


96,514  66 
33,141  03 


5,125,711  06 


$6,113,060  75 
.    84.075  00 

3,556,621  58 

405,097  64 


3,205,444  63 


Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  

ljills  receivable  

Due  from  agents  

Net  traffic  balances  due  from  other  companies  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Bonds  in  treasury,  due  from  trustees  

Stock  in  treasury   

United  States  government  

Total  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894  : 

Loans  and  bills  payable   

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  

Dividends  not  called  for  !  

Matured  interest  unpaid,  including  coupons  due  

Balance  cash  assets  

Total  

Materials  and  supplies  on  hand   


$3,676,586  40 
829,000  00 
450,268  81 
91,793  06 
251,263  73 
3,990,800  00 
4,770  00 
271,061  47 


9,565,543  47 


$1,000,000  00 
445,819  25 
1,223,359  71 
37,136  70 
3,392,317  50 
3,466,910  31 


9,565,543  47 


2,226,568  35 
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Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company. 


Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation. 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation   

Dividends  on  stocks  owned  

Interests  on  bonds  owned  

Miscellaneous  income,  less  expenses 


Income  from  other  sources 


Total  income  

Deductions  from  income : 

Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued 

Kents  

faxes   

Other  deductions  


Total  deductions  from  income. 


Net  income  

Dividends,  4  per  cent,  common  stock 


Total 


$19,786,519  79 
13,615,919  39 


Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  J  une  30,  '94. 
Surplus  on  June  30,  1893  


Deficit  on  June  30,  1894 


120,622  45 
262,000  00 
41.797  23 


3,299,175  00 
875,739  77 
845,64c  27 
43,507  50 


1,846.232  00 


$6,170,600  40 


424,419  68 


6.595  020  08 


5,064,067  54 
1,530,952  54 


1,846.232  00 


315.279  46 
224,802  23 


90,477  23 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30, 
1893. 

Total  J  une  30, 
1894. 

Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 

i 

Increase.    |  Decrease. 

Assets  : 
Cost  of  road  

$87,969,120  71 
15,445,727  75 

2,821,728  78 

5,910,161  57 

644,251  76 

846,967  93 
1,275,116  07 

$88,376,215  96 
15,637,967  19 

2,821,728  78 

5,914,661  57 

500,532  43 

1,958,873  02 
1,273,156  08 

$407,095  25 
192,239  44 

4,500  00 

143,719  33 
1.959  99 

Cost  of  equipment. . . 
Stock  ot  other  corn- 
Bonds  of  other  com- 
panies owned   

Loans  and  invest- 
ments  

Advances  to  Chi- 
cago, Rock  Island 
&  Texas  railway.. 

Cash  and  current  as- 

1,111,905  09 
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COMPARATIVE  GENERAL  BALANCE  SHEET— Continued . 


Total  June  30, 
1893. 


Total  June  30, 

1894. 


Year  ending  June  30,  1894, 


Increase. 


Decrease. 


sup- 


Other  assets :  * 
Materials  and 

plies  

Sinking  fund  

C,  R.  I.  &  P.  stock 

in  treasury  

C.,R.  £.  &P.  6perct. 

bnnds  in  treasury. 
C.,R  I.&  P.Sperct. 
bonds  in  treasury. 
Profit  and  loss  


Grand  total. 


Liabilities : 

Capital  stock  

Funded  debt...,  

Current  liabilities. . . 
Addition  and  im- 
provement acc't  . . 
Profit  and  loss  


Grand  total. 


$1,772,923  20 
213,000  00 

12,100  00 

400,000  00 

1,451,000  00 


118,762,097  77 


$1,273,720  31 
235,000  00 

12,100  00 

400,000  00 


90,477  23 


118,514,432  57 


46,156.000  00     46.156,000  00 
60.647,000  00     62,512,000  00 
3,521,295  54!       1,633,432  57 


8.213.000  0U[ 
224,802  23| 


8,213,000  00 


118,762,097  77]    118,514,432  57 

I 


$42,000  00 


$499,202  89 


90,477  23 


247,665  20 


1,865,000  00 


1,887,862  97 
224,802  23 


247,665  20 


Current  Assets  and  Liabilities . 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 
Cash  


Bills  receivable   

Due  from  agents  «  

Net  traffic  balances,  due  from  other  companies 
Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals. .. 
Balance  current  liabilities  


Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1S94 

Loans  and  bills  payable. ...   

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  


Materials  and  supplies  on  hand 


$263,094  33 
127,876  75 
523,952  69 
25,376  96 
332,855  35 
360,276  49 


1,633,432  57 


1,153,169  32 
437,066  39 
43,196  86 


1.633,432  57 


1,273,720  31 


I 
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Chicago,  Santa  Fe  &  California  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earning*  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation 


Deductior.8  from  income : 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued 

Taxes  

Permanent  improvement  


Total  deductions  from  income 
Deficit  


Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894 
Deficit  on  June  30,  1893  


Deficit  on  June  30,  1894     

( t  axes  paid  in  Missouri,  $48,226.99). 


$2,559,184  92 
2,368,066  60 


901,480  00 
150,950  54 
395,852  28 


$191,118  32 


1,448.282  82 


1,257J64_50 

1,257,164  50 
3,250,759  13 


4,507,923  63 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


* 

Total  June  30, 
1893. 

Total  June  30,. 
1894. 

Assets  : 

$36,109,088  16 
216,161  17 
2  00 
1,500,000  00 

37,827.064  56 

$36,109, 0S8  16 
216,161  17 
2  00 

1,500,000  00 
37.827,064  56 

Cost  of  equipment      

Liabilities : 

15,000,000  00 
17,583,000  00 
5,244,064  56 

37,827,064  56 

15,000,000  00 
17,583,000  CO 
5,244,064  56 

37,827,064  56 

Funded  debt  

Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  availab  e  for  payment  of  current  liabilities: 
Balance  current  liabilities  


Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894  : 
Loans  and  bills  payable  (due  A.  T.  &  s.  Fe  R.  K.  Co.) 


5,244,064  56 


5,244,064  56 
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Crystal  Railway  Company. 


Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation  

Less  operating  expenses.  

$11,607  48 
8,055  74 

$3,551  74 
1,140  58 

Income  from  operation  

Total  income 

4, by I  ol 
5,048  38 

Deductions  from  income : 

Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued  

4,500  00 
548  38 

Total  deductions  from  income  

Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  '94. 
Surplus  on  June  30,  1893  

356  06 

2,125  31 
2,390  64 

Deductions  for  year  carried  to  depreciation  account 

Deficit  on  June  30,  1894  

621  39 

Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30, 
1893. 

Total  June  30, 
1894. 

Year  ending  June  30, 1894. 

Increase.    [  Deciease. 

1 

Assets  : 
Cost  of  road  

$65,879  70 
29,641  77 

$65,024  86 
29,850  11 
621  39 

$854  84 

$208  34 
621  39 

95.521  47 

95,496  36 

25  11 

Liabilities : 

Current  liabilities  

Grand  total  

150  00 
75,000  00 
18,246  16 

150  00 
75,000  00 
20,346  36 

2,100  20 

93,396  16 

95,496  36 

2,100  20 

Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities  : 
Current  liabilities  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1S94 : 
Loans  


$20,346  36 


20,346  36 
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Current  River  Railroad  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation 
Total  income  


Deductions  from  income  : 
Interest  on  funded  debt, 
Taxes  


Total  deductions  from  income 


Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30, 1894, 
Deficit  on  June  30,  1892  


Deficit  on  June  30,  1894 


$145,932  48 
101,371  82 


80. 300  00 
4,815  51 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June 30,  Total  June  30, 
1893.  1894. 


Increase  year 
,  endingJune 
t   30,  1894. 


Assets : 

Cost  of  road  

Cost  of  equipment  

Cash  and  current  assets, 

Other  assets  : 
Materials  and  supplies. , 
Profit  and  loss  


Graod  total 


Liabilities  : 

Capital  stock  

Funded  debt   

Current  liabilities  

Accrued  interest  on  funded  debt  not 
yet  payable  

Grand  total  


$3,041,792  82  $3,044,278  82 
175.720  60       175,720  60 
25,088  44         28.418  77 


2,201  15 
44,857  78 


3.289.660  79 


1,606,000  00 
1,606.000  00 
57,585  79 

20,075  00 


3,2S9,660  79 


4,660  91 
85,412  63 

3,338.491  73 


1,606,000  00 
1,606,000  00 
106,416  73 

20,075  00 


3,338,491  73 


$2,486  00 
3,330  33 


2,459  76 
40,554  85 


48.830  94 


48,830  94 


48,830  94 
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Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  

Due  from  agents   ...  . .    

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals   

Other  cash  assets,  excluding  materials  and  supplies*  

Miscellaneous    

Balance,  current  liabilities    


Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894 

Loans  and  bills  payable  on  demand  

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  , 

Net  traffic  balances  due  to  other  companies  

Matured  interest  unpaid,  including  coupons  due  


$5,571  58 
4,831  b7 

11,485  13 
5,538  67 
991  52 

77,997  96 


106.416  73 


$88,000  00 
3,179  69 
4,190  74 
10,596  30 
450  00 


106,416  73 


♦Materials  and  supplies  on  hand,  $4660  91. 

DesMoines  &  Kansas  Gity  Bailway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation. 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation 


Total  income 
Taxes  


Total  deductions  from  income. 
Net  income  


Surplus  from  operations  of  year  ending  J une  30,  1894. 
Surplus  on  June  30,  1893  


Surplus  on  June  30,  1894 


95,261  61 


4.731  43 


$7,617  85 


7,617  85 
4,731  43 


2.886  42 


1.886  42 
27,405  61 


30,292  03 
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Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30. 
1893. 

rotaUnne30, 
1894. 

Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 
Increase.    ,  Decrease. 

Aesets : 

Cash  and  current  assets. 
Otber  assets : 

Materials  and  supplies  . . 

$1,372,771  59 
123,161  23 
35,526  09 

1,286  71 

$1,378,652  92 
123,161  23 

32,336  83 

824  25 

$5,881  33 

3,189  26 
462  46 

1.633.745  62 

1.534.975  23 

5,881  33 

3,651  72 

Liabilities : 
Capital  stock   

800,000  00 
705,340  01 
27,405  61 

800.000  00 
703,858  95 
30,292  03 

1,481  06 

Profit  and  loss  

2.886  42 

1,532,745  62 

1,534,150  98 

2,886  42 

1,481  06 

Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


<3ash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities  : 
Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

$2,266  07 
1,129  91 
28,940  85 
703,858  95 

736,195  78 

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30, 1894  : 

693,549  96 
5,055  97 
4,527  68 
725  34 
32,336  82 

736,195  78 

824  25 
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Eureka  Springs  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation 


Deductions  from  income  : 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued 
Taxes   


Total  deductions  from  income, 
Net  income,  


Surplus  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894, 
Surplus  on  June  30.  1893  


Total   

Deduction  for  year, 


Surplus  on  June  30,  1894, 


$70,148  97 
29,348  10 


30,000  00 
2,165  29 


$40,800  87 


32,165  29 


8.H35  58 


8,635  58 
30,172  55 


38,808  13 
83  49 


38,724  64 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30. 
1893. 

TotalJune30, 
1894. 

Increase  vear 
endinar  June 
30,  1894. 

Assets  : 

Cost  of  road    

Other  assets: 

 *  

$1,499,600  00 
500  00 
1,^36  37 
22,761  74 

6,039  69 

$1,499,600  00 
500  00 
1,637  32 

35,983  85 

7,843  17 

95 

13,222  11 
1,803  48 

1.530.537  F0 

1,545.564  34 

15,026  54 

Liabilities : 

499,600  00 
1,000,000  00 
765  25 
30,172  55 

499,600  00 
1,000,000  00 
7,239  70 
38,724  64 

6,474  45 

8,552  09 

1,530,537  80 

1,545,564  34        15,026  54 
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Current  Assets  and  Liabilities, 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash   

Bills  receivable  

Due  from  agents  

Net  traffic  balances  due  from  other  companies  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Other  cash  assets,  excluding  materials  and  supplies  

Total  

Materials  and  supplies  on  hand,  $7,843.17. 

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30, 1894  : 

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Balance  cash  assets  

Total  


$9,339  79 
3,500  00 
1,172  72 

11,957  57 
9,983  87 
768  60 


$36,722  55 


$7,209  80 
29,512  75 

$36,722  55 


Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  Railroad  Co. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation  

Miscellaneous  income— less  expenses 


Total  income   

Deductions  from  income  : 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued. 

Rents  

Taxes  


Total  deductions  from  income. 


Net  income   

Dividends,  2  3-10  per  cent  common  stock, 
Dividends,  7  per  cent  preferred  stock  


Total 


$2,805,192  75 
1,673,261  77 


Surplus  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894. 
Surplus  on  June  30,  1893  


Surplus  on  June  30,  1894, 


481,500  00 
6,156  72 
42,606  91 


210,880  10 
355,810  00 


$1,131,930  98 
50,511  71 


1,182,442  69 


530.263  63 


652,179  06 


566,690  10 


85,488  96 
2,037,799  80 


2,123,288  76 


R  E  C— 33 
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Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Assets : 

Cost  of  road  

Cost  of  equipment... 

Stock  of  other  com- 
panies owned  

Cash  and  current  as- 
sets   


Other  assets  : 
Material  and  supplies 

Sundries  

Excess  o  f  interest 
matured  over  ac- 
crued  


Grand  total. 


Liabilities : 

Capital  stock  

Funded  debt   

Current  liabilities. . . 

Accrued  interest  on 
funded  debt  not  yet 
payable  

Accounts  not  liabili- 
ties  

Profit  and  loss  

Income  account  


June  30,  1893, 
Total. 


$20,270,483  97 
3,457,440  74 

100,300  00 

866,525  62 


193,897  42 
21,951  79 


2,244  67 
24,912,844  21 


14,251,969  00 
8,000,000  00 
295.702  27 


Grand  total 


101,356  83 
223,771  64 
2,040,044  47 


24,912,844  21 


June  30,  1894, 
Total. 


$20,272,737  25 
3,460,265  31 

107,800  00 

938,476  35 

203,459  27 


24,984,738  18 


14,251,969  00 
8,050,000  00 
253,629  14 


1,000  00 

79,817  04 
225,034  24 
2,123,288  76 


24,984,738  18 


Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 


Increase. 


$2,253  28 
2,824  57 

9,500  00 

71,950  73 

9,561  85 


71.893  97 


50,000  00 


1,000  00 


1,262  60 
83,244  29 


71,893  97 


Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  

Bills  receivable  ;  

Due  from  agents  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Other  cash  assets  excluding  materials  and  supplies  *  

Total  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1884  : 

Loans  and  bills  payable  

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries    ,  

Net  traffic  balances  due  toother  companies  

Dividends  not  called  for  

Rentals  due  

Balance  cash  assets  

Total  


♦Materials  and  supplieson  hand  $203,459.27. 
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Kansas  City  &  Atlantic  Railroad  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Deficit  

Miscellaneous  income,  less  expenses 


Income  from  other  sources. 
Deficit  , 


Deductions  from  income  : 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued. 
Taxes  


Total  deductions  from  income, 
Deficit  


Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894. 
Deficit  on  June  30,  1893  


Deficit  on  June  30,  1894. 


$18,420  76 
24,549  63 


27  75 


30,000  00 
1,333  67 


$6,128  87 
27  75 


6,101  12 


31,333  67 


37,434  79 


37,434  79 
15  69 


37,450  48 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30, 
1S93. 


Total  June  30. 
1894. 


Y"ear  ending  June  30,  1894.. 


Increase.  Decrease. 


Assets  : 

Property    included  in 

cost  of  road  

Cash  and  current  assets 
Profit  and  loss  

$100  80 

190,000  00 
11,893  63 
15  69 

$2,472,007  87 
36,283  23 

2,337  62 
37,450  48 

$2,281,907  07 
36,283  23 

37^434  79 

9,556  01 

202.010  12 

2,548,079  20 

2.355.625  09 

9,556  01 

Liabilities  : 
Funded  debt  

$200,000  00 
2,010  12 

$200,000  00 
2,300,000  00 
48,079  20 

$2,300,000  00 
46,069  08 

202,010  12 

2,548,879  20 

2,346,069  08 
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Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities  : 

Cash  

Due  from  agents  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Balance  current  liabilities  

Total  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894  : 

Loans  and  bills  payable  

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  ) 

Wages  and  salaries  / 

Miscellaneous  

Total    


Kansas  City  Belt  Kailway  Company. 

Income  Acsount. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation, 
Less  operating  expenses  , 


Income  from  operation  . . 
Interest  on  over  due  account, 


Total  income  . 


Deductions  from  income : 
interest  on  funded  debt  accrued 
Taxes  


Total  deductions  from  income. 


Surplus  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894  . 
Surplus  on  J  une  30,  1893    


Surplus  June  30,  '94,  for  entry  on  "general  balance 
sheet"  


$230,301  83 
80,201  49 


117,000  00 
9,752  15 


$150,100  34 
707  52 


150,807  87 


126,752  15 


24,055  72 
66,269  84 


90,325  56- 
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Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30, 
1893. 

TotalJune30 
1894. 

Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

Assets : 

<t>i,yy^,yoo  iy 
62,340  65 

$1 ,yy/ ,4oo  du 
62,380  68 

24,028  54 
121,759  74 

12,143  16 

$4,498  41 
40  03 

91  098  f\± 

$11,108  62 

Other  permanent  invest- 

Cash  and  current  assets. 
Other  assets  : 

Materials  and  supplies. . 

132,865  36 
6,670  10 

5,473  06 

2,194,841  30 

2,217,772  72 

22,931  42 

Liabilities  : 

$100,000  00 
1,950.000  00 
78,571  46 
66,269  84 

$100,000  00 
1,950,000  00 
77,447  16 
90,325  56 

$1,124  30 

Funded  debt  

24,055  72 

2,194,841  30 

2,217,774  72 

net.  22,931  42 

Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


€ash  and  curreut  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities  : 

Cash  

Bills  receivable  

$4,119  30 
802  79 
59,220  00 
56,728  36 
886  29 

Total  

121,756  74 

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894 : 

Loans  and  bills  paypble  

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  

Met  traffic  balances  due  other  companies  

Matured  interest  coupons  unpaid,  including  coupons  due  

Balance  cash  assets  

$3,040  50 
3,976  76 
5,884,88 
561  02 

59,220  00 
4,764  00 

44,309  58 

Total  

121,756  74 

Materials  and  supplies  on  hand  

$12,143  16 
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Kansas  City,  Clinton  &  Springfield  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation 


Deductions  from  income : 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued, 
Taxes  


Total  deductions  from  income 
Deficit  


Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30.  1894 
Deficit  on  June  30,  1893  


Deficit  on  June  30, 1894 


$338,528  43 
187,289  80 


163.660  00 
22,136  91 


$151,238  63 


185,796  91 


34.558.28 


34,558  28 
387,051  52 


421,609  80' 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30, 
1893. 

Total  June  30, 
1894. 

Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

Assets : 

$4,811,876  12 
240,816  66 
49,190  32 

5,339  27 
387,051  52 

$4,811,876  12 
240,816  66 
42,383  33 

12,141  08 

421,609  80 

$6,806  99 

Cost  of  equipment  

Cash  and  current  assets. 
Other  assets : 
Materials  and  supplies. . 

$6,801  81 
34,558  28 

$5,494,273  89 

$5,528,826  99 

34,553  10 

Liabilities : 

$1,775,400  00 
3,250,000  00 
427,958  89 

40,915  00 

$1,775,400  00 
3,250,000  00 
462,511  99 

40,915  00 

34,553  10 

Accrued  int.  on  funded 
debt  not  yet  payable. . 

$5,494,273  89 

$5,528,826  99 

34,553  10 
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Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  labilities 

Cash  

Due  from  agents  ,  

Net  traffic  balances  due  from  ocher  companies    

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Other  cash  assets,  excluding  materials  and  supplies  *  

Miscellaneous....     

Balance  current  liabilities...  

Current  assets  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1S94  : 

Loans  and  bills  payable  on  demand  

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  

Matured  interest  coupons  unpaid,  including  coupons  due  

Total  


•Materials  and  supplies  on  hand,  $12,141.08, 


Kansas  City  &  Independence  Air  Line  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account, 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation  

Miscellaneous— less  expenses,  deficit 


Total  income 


Deductions  from  income : 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued. 

Rents  ,  

Taxes  


Total  deductions  from  income 


Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894. 
Deficit  on  June  30,  1893  


Deficit  on  June  30,  1894 


$66,814  79 
49,310  88 


19,250  00 
15,000  00 
776  28 


$17,503  91 
2,032  60 


15,471  31 


35,026  28 


19,554  97 
28,523  75 

48,078  72 
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Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


TotalJune  30, 
1894. 


Assets: 

Cost  of  road  i 

Cost  of  equipment  / 

Cash  and  current  assets  

Profit  and  loss  

Grand  total  

Liabilities : 

Capital  stock  

Funded  debt  ,  

Current  liabilities  

Grand  total  ;  


$1,047,337  77 

4,761  15 
48,078  72 


1,100,177  64 


500,000  00 
500,000  00 
100,177  64 


1,100,177  64 


Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities : 

Cash  

Due  from  agents  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Balance  current  liabilities  

Total    

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894: 

Loans  and  bills  payable  

Audited  accounts  and  vouchers  ,  ) 

Wages  and  salaries  / 

Total  
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Kansas  City,  Fort  Scott  &  Memphis  Riilroad  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


$4,267,740  29 
2,963,015  27 


Income  from  operation  — 
Dividends  on  stocks  owned  — 
Income  from  other  sources 


Total  income  

Deductions  from  income : 

Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued  

Interest  on  interest-bearing  current  liabilities  ac- 
crued, not  otherwise  provided  for  

Taxes  

Other  deductions  


Total  deductions  from  income 


Net  income 


Surplus  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894 
Surplus  on  June  30,  1893   , 


Surplus  on  June  30,  1894. 


146,500  00 


1,049,997  00 

39,395  70 
182,037  62 
36,448  92 


$1,304,725  02 
143,500  00 


1,451,225  02 


1,307,879  24 


143,345  78 


143,345  78 
450,586  24 

593,932  02 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


TotalJune  30, 

1893. 

Total  June  30, 
1894. 

Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

Assets  : 

$25,119,348  34 
4,717,045  74 

209,561  76 
1,538,276  46 

410,016  04 
359,877  44 

$25,148,337  63 
4,902,564  91 

209,561  76 
1,504,154  16 

372,649  44 
335,068  23 

52,133  99 

$28,989  29 
185,519  17 

$34,122  30 

37,366  60 
24,809  21 

Cost  of  equipment  .... 
Stock  of  other  companies 

Cash  and  current  assets. 
Otber  assets  : 

Materials  and  supplies.. 

Equipment    trust  pay- 

52,133  99 

32,354,125  78 

32.524,470  12 

170,344  34 

Liabilities  : 

$12,747,000  00 
17,147,000  0t> 
1,433,645  00 

196,462  50 

379,432  04 
450,586  24 

$12,747,000  00 
16,857,000  00 
1,735,345  26 

197,953  30 

393,239  54 
593,932  02 

$290,000  00 

Funded  debt  

$301,700  26 
1,490  80 

13,807  50 
143,345  78 

Accrued  int  on  funded 
debt  not  yet  payable 

Amount  represented  by 
sinking  fund,  per  con- 
tract, to  be  credited  to 
contruction  acc't  when 
the  sinking  fund  applies 
to  reduce  bonded  debt. 

Grand  total  

32,354,125  78 

32,524,470  12 

170,344  34 
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Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  curren';  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash    


Bills  receivable  

Due  from  agents  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Ocher  cash  assets,  excluding  materials  and  supplies* 

Miscellaneous  

Balance  current  liabilities  


Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30, 1894  : 

Loans  and  bills  payable  (on  demand)   

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts   

Wages  and  salaries   

Net  traffic  balances  due  to  other  companies  

Matured  interest  coupons,  including  coupons  due  


$202,204  79 
541,844  80 
139,419  20 
156,452  81 
324,898  95 
140,333  61 
231,191  10 


1,735,345  26 


$1,360,607  11 
164,322  60 
165,156  47 
12,127  08 
33,132  00 


1,735,345  26 


•Materials  and  supplies  on  hand,  $372,649  41. 


Kansas  City,  Osceola  &  Southern  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation. 
Less  operating  expenses  , 


Income  from  operation 
Total  income  


Deductions  from  income : 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued 

Taxes  

Permanent  improvements  


Total  deductions  from  income  

Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894 


$162,766  93 
144,562  82 


80,000  00 
12,825  71 
76,083  83 


$18,204  11 


18,204  11 


,909  54 


150,705  43 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


rotal  June  30,. 
1894. 


Assets : 

Cost  of  road  

Co3t  of  equipment  

Other  permanent  investments 

Cash  and  current  assets  

Profit  and  loss  , 

Grand  total  

Liabilities : 

Capital  stock  

Funded  debt  

Current  liabilities  

Grand  total  


$3,750,000  00 
270,160  70 
103,757  24 
7,078  91 
209,547  25 


4,340.544  10 


2,000,000  00 
2,134,172  06 
206,372  05 


4,340,544  1C 
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Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  

Due  from  agents  

Other  cash  assets,  including  materials  and  supplies  

Balance  current  liabilities  

Total  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894  : 

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

and  salaries  

Matured  interest  coupons,  coupons  due  2^  years  at  4%   

Total  


$2,689  90 
3,183  01 
1,206  00 
206,372  05 


213.450  96 


9,078  91 
4,372  05 
200,000  00 


213,450  96 


Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  &  Gulf  Railroad  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earning  from  operation  

Less  operating  expenses  

Income  from  operation  

$288,237  87 
253,855  25 

$34,382  62. 

20,997  80 
13,384  82 

Deductions  from  income  : 

Surplus  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894 
Deficit  on  June  30,  1893   

13,384  82 
13,731  88 

347  06 

Deficit  on  June  30, 1894   

Taxes  $20,997  80  includes  $8(509  40  for  year  ending  Jane  30,  1893.  Deficit  June  30,  1893.  was 
therefore  properly  $22,341.28,  and  the  surplus  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894,  is  pro 
perly  $21,934  22. 

Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


rotal  June  30, 

1893. 


Total  June  30, 
1894. 


Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 


Increase. 


Decrease. 


Assets  : 

Cost  of  road  

Cost  of  equipment 
Other  permanent  invest- 
ments   

Profit  and  loss  . . . 


::} 


Grand  total  

Liabilities : 

Capital  stock  

Funded  debt  

Current  liabilities. 

Grand  total  


$5,300,000  00 

13,731*88 
5,313,731  88 


2,650,000  00 
2,650,000  00 
13,731  88 


5,313,731  88 


$8,400,000  00 

10,112  48 
347  06 


8,410,459  64 


4,200,000  00 
4,200,000  00 
10.459  54 


$3,100,000  00 
10,112  48 


3,110,112  48 


1,550,000  00 
1,550,000  00 


8,410,459  54 


3,100,000  00 


13,384  82 


13,384  82 


3,272  34 


3,272  34 
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Current  Asssets  and  Liabilties. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities  : 

Cash  

Bills  receivable    

Dae  from  agents ....   

Net  traffic  balances  due  from  other  companies  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Balance  current  liabilities  

Total  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894: 

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  ^ 

Wages  and  salaries  j 

Miscellaneous    

Total  


Kansas  City,  St.  Joseph  &  Council  Bluffs  Eailroad  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation  

Miscellaneous  income — lees  expenses 


Income  from  other  sources 


Total  income 


Deductions  from  income : 

Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued  

Interest  on  interest-bearing  current  liabilities  ac- 
crued, not  otherwise  provided  for  

Rents  

Taxes  


Total  deductions  from  income 


Net  income   

Dividends,  3.78  per  cent,  common  stock  

Dividends.  4.73  per  cent,  Nodaway  Valley  JR.  R.  stock 

Tarkio  Valley  R.  R.  stock  


Total. 


Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30, 1891 
Surplus  on  June  30,  1893   


Surplus  on  June  30,  1894, 


$1,985,371  95 
1,075,721  62 


20,830  42 


$400,027  50 

8,275  48 
30,793  73 
40,328  28 


199,165  30 
121,498  60 
134,602  90 
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Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  Jnne  30, 

1893. 

Total  June  30, 
1894. 

Tear  ending  June  30, 1894. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

Assets 


•Stock  of  other  companies 

owned  

Lands  owned  

Cash  and  current  assets 

Other  assets  : 
Marerials  and  supplies. . 

Sinking  fund  

Excess  matured  over  ac 
crued  interest  


Grand  total. 


Liabilities 


Current  liabilities  

Accounts  not  liabilities 

Income  account  

Profit  and  loss  


Grand 


$11,661,8*5  65 
1,490,559  48 

297.500  00 
32.756  77 
405,047  58 

10S.991  94 
21,000  00 

122  50 

$11,739,708  65 
1,491,209  48 

328,000  00 
32,756  99 
454,232  96 

168,690  50 

AHA  AA 

21 ,000  00 
122  50 

$77,823  00 
650  0C 

30,500  00 

47,185  38 

59,698  56 

14.017.864  14 

14.235, 721  08 

217.856  94 

$5,946,573  67 
5,566,0-16  48 
498,509  17 
14,595  41 
1,939,324  86 
52,844  55 

$5,967,573  67 
5,945,016  48 
318,907  12 
17,114  24 
1,934,991  12 
52,118  45 

$21,000  00 
379,000  00 

2,518  83 

14,017,864  14 

14,235,721  08 

217,856  94 

$179,602  05 

4,333  74 
726  10 


Currrent  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Ca6h  

Bills  receivable  

Due  from  agents  

JNet  traffic  balances  due  from  other  companies  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  


Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  JuDe  30,  1894  : 

Loans  and  bills  payable  

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  

Matured  interest  coupons,  including  coupons  due  

Balance— cash  assets  


$245,491  34 
70,000  00 
13.271  22 
19,965  06 
105,505  34 


434,232 


$3,440  00 
72,204  28 
56,258  84 
187,000  00 
135,325  84 


454,232  96 


Materials  and  supplies  on  hand,  $168,690.50. 


« 
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Kansas  City,  St.  Louis  &  Chicago  Railroad  Company. 

Income  Account. 


income  from  lease  of  road, 
Total  income  


Deductions  from  income : 
Salaries  and  maintenance  of  organization 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued  


Total  deductions  from  income 


Net  income  

Dividends,  seven  per  cent,  common  stock. 
Dividends,  six  per  cent,  preferred  stock. . 


Total 


$336,035  85 


2,016  85 
210,000  00 


19,019  00 
105,000  00 


$336,035  85 


212.016  85 


124,019  00 


124,019  00 


The  Kansas  City,  St.  Louis  &  Chicago  railroad  is  lea?ed  in  perpetuity  to  the 
Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Co.  from  Nov.  1,  1879.  Rental  35  per  cent  of  gross 
earnings,  less  assessments  and  taxes.  If  35  per  cent  of  gross  earnings  is  in  excess 
of  the  amount  required  to  pay  interest  on  bonds,  6  per  cent  on  preferred  stock,  and 
7  per  cent  on  common  stock,  after  deducting  taxes,  etc.,  then  all  excess  must  go  to 
the  Chicago  &  Alton  Railroad  Co.,  lessees. 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


TotalJune30, 
1893. 

TotalJune30, 
1894. 

Assets  : 

$5,021,700  00 

$5,021,700  00 

5,021.700  00 

5,021.700  00 

Liabilities  : 

$2,021,700  00 
3,000,000  00 

$2,021,700  00 
3,000,000  00 

5,021,700  00 

5,021,700  00 

• 
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Kansas  City  Suburban  Belt  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation 
Interest  on  bonds  owned  . . 


Total  income, 


Deductions  from  income  : 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued, 
Taxes  


$153,340  16 
81,810  25 


Total  deductions  from  income 


Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894 
Deficit  on  June  30,  1893   


Deficit  on  June  30,  1894, 


79,707  11 
1,200  63 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


June  30,  1894. 


Item. 


Total. 


Assets : 

Cost  of  road  

Cost  of  equipment  

Stock  of  other  companies  owned  . 
Bonds  of  other  companies  owned, 
Cash  and  current  assets  


Other  assets : 

Materials  and  supplies 

Sinking  fund  

Profit  and  loss  


Grand  total 


Liabilities : 

Capital  stock  

Funded  debt  t  

Current  liabilities  

Guarantee  of  2d  mortgage  K.  C.  &  I.  Air  Line  bonds 

Balance  Union  Ter.  R.  R.  stock  owned  for  comple- 
tion of  that  road  

Balance  of  amount  realized  on  securities  to  complete 
Union  Terminal  R  R.  contract  


$4,358,990  51 

2,484,700  00 
256,200  00 
122,967  25 


2,615  96 
17,500  00 
99,563  58 


7,342,537  30 


Grand  total 


$3,909,672  20 
1,782,000  00 
307,024  53 
200,000  00 

682.900  00 

460,940  57 


7,342,537  30 
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Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities: 

Cash    

Bills  receivable  

Due  from  agents      

Net  traffic  balances  due  from  other  companies  1 

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  / 

Balance  current  liabilities  

Total    

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894: 

Loans  and  bills  payable  :  

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  

Miscellaneous  

Total  


$1,773  27 
400  00- 
626  96 

120,166  32 

184,057  28 


307,024  53 


271,513  67 
27,307  58 
6,201  90 
2,001  38 


307,054  53 


Materials  and  supplies  on  hand,  $2615  96. 


Keokuk  &  Western  Eailroad  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation, 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation 
Total  income  


Deductions  from  income  : 

Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued 

Taxes   

Permanent  improvements  


Total  deductions  from  income 


Net  income  

Dividends  2  per  cent  common  stock  

Other  payments  from  net  income— back  taxes. 


Total 


Surplus  from  operation*  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894, 
Surplus  on  June  30,  1S93  


Surplus  on  June  30,  1894, 


$232,443  76 
256,437  27 


12,000  00 
16,885  92 
1,824  02 


80,000  00 
10,000  00 


$126,005  49 
126,005  49 


30,709  94 


$95,295  55 
90,000  00 


5,295  55 
44,371  25 


49,666  80 
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Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30, 
1893. 

Total  June  30, 
1894. 

Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

Assets : 

$3,851,370  35 
348,629  65 
3,000  00 
40,395  29 

*)-    £QO  OA 

$3,851,370  35 
348,629  65 
3,660  00 
48,122  24 

$660  00 
7,726  95 

2,160  51 

P!r»af  r»f  p  n  n  i  r»mt»nt 

OHH  iv  UtUcL     Ks\J  B  \J\v  UCU 

Cash  aDd  current  assets 
Materials  and  supplies. . 
Grand  total 

4,269,087  63 

4,275.314  07 

net. 

Liabilities  : 

$4,000,000  00 
200,000  00 
24.716  38 
44.371  25 

$4,000,000  00 
200,000  00 
25,642  27 
49,660  80 

^         6,226  44 

930  89 
5,295  55 

Funded  debt  

4,269,087  63 

4,275,314  07 

6,226  44 

Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  

Bills  receivable   

Due  from  agents  

Net  traffic  balances  due  from  other  companies  

Total  

"Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1S94  : 

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  

Balance  cash  assets  

Total    


$28,686  06 
1,000  00 
659  59 
17,776  59 

48.122  24 


$11,828  07 
13,819  20 
22,474  97 

48,122  24 


Leon,  Mt.  Ayr  &  Southwestern  Railroad  Company. 
(  Leased  to  and  operated  by  tbe  C.  B.  &  Q.  R.  R.  Co.) 
Income  Account. 


$144,610  23 

$144,610  23 

Deductions  from  income  : 

134,080  00 

10,530  23 

144,610  23 

R  R  C — 34 
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Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30, 

Total  June  30, 

1893. 

1894. 

Assets : 

311   37^  KA 

<K4  311  37Pi 

Liabilities : 

2,515,400  00 

2,515,400  00 

1,676,000  00 

1,676,000  00 

119,975  34 

119.975  34 

4,311,375  54 

4,311,375  54 

Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Balance  current  liabilities 
Loans  and  bills  payable  


$119,975  54 


119,975  54 


Louisiana  &  Missouri  River  Railroad  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Income  from  lease  of  road. 
Total  income  


Deductions  from  income  : 

Salaries  and  maintenance  of  organization  

Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued  

Interest  on  interest-bearing  current  liabilities  ac- 
crued, not  otherwise  provided  for  


Total  deductions  from  income. 


Net  income  

Dividends,  7  per  cent,  preferred  stock  (guaranteed)  — 


Total  

Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894. 


Deficit  on  June  30, 1893 
Addition  for  year  


Deficit  on  June  30,  1894, 


$2,192  50 
115,220  00 

2,688  48 


23,030  00 


$140,897  25 


140,897  25 


120,100  98 


20,796  27 


23,030  00 
2.233  73 


92,606  14 
2.233  73 


94,839  87 


Leased  and  operated  by  Chicago  &  Alton  R.  R.  Co.  On  the  1st  day  of  August, 
1879,  the  road  of  the  La.  &  Mo.  River  R.  R.  Co.  was  leased  in  perpetuity  to  the 
Chicago  &  Alton  R.  R.  Co.,  at  a  rental  of  35  per  cent  of  the  gross  earnings,  after 
deducting  taxes  and  assessments,  with  the  stipulation,  on  the  part  of  the  Chicago 
&  Alton  Railroad  Co.,  that  the  minimum  rental  should  never  be  less  than  $1370 
per  mile,  per  annum. 


531 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30. 
1893. 

Total  June  30, 
1894. 

Increase  year 
ending  June 

Assets : 
Liabilities : 

$5,198,700  00 
92,606  14 

$5,198,700  00 
454  75 
94,S39  87 

2.233  73 

5.291,306  14 

5,293,994  62 

2,688  48 

$3,611,700  00 
1,646,000  00 
92,604  14 

$3,611,700  00 
1,646,000  00 
95,294  62 

2,688  48 

5,350,306  14 

5,352,994  62 

2,688  48 

Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Balance  current  liabilities  

Total  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894  : 
Loans  and  bills  payable  

Total  


454  75 
35,385  12 


35,839  87 


35,839  87 
35,839  87 


Mississippi  River  &  Bonne  Terre  Railroad  Company. 


Income  Account. 


$168,093  80 
149,785  03 

$18,308  77 

1,625  50 
19,934  27 

69,166  45 
49,232  18 

675  00 
950  50 

Deductions  from  income  : 

Interest  on  interest  bearing  current  liabilities  ac- 
crued, not  otherwise  provived  for  

20, 000  00 

19,511  33 
4,608  71 
25,046  41 

Deficit  ,  

Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30, 1894. 
Surplus  June  30,  1893    

49,232  18 
53.719  69 

Deductions  for  year,  old  accounts  written  off  

Surplus  June  30,  1894   

487  31 
4,000  20 
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Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


rotalJune30. 
1893. 

rotal.June30, 
1894. 

Year  ending  J  uDe  30,  1894. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

Assets : 

«JP  0£70  ,  \JOU  Orx 

92,626  89 

npOO& ,  \J\J  i  It/ 

100,313  66 

7,679  15 
30,092  84 

22,237  53 
26,836  44 

$6,679  15 
213  65 

Cost  of  equipment  

Stock  of  other  companies 

7,686  77 

7,679  15 
8,649  41 

Cash  and  current  assets. 

Other  assets  : 
Materials  and  supplies. . 

21,443  43 
22,451  18 

26,836  44 

1,035.207  84 

1,079,166  81 

43,958  97 

net 

Liabilities  : 

300,000  00 

500,000  00 
500,000  00 
55,166  61 

20,000  00 
4,000  20 

200,000  00 
500,000  00 

20,000  00 

626,321,54 
49,719  49 

Accrued  interest  on 
funded  debt  not  yet 

681,488  15 

53,719  69 

1,035,207  84 

1,079,166  81 

43,958  97 

net 

Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cask  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash   

Due  from  agents  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Balance — current  liabilities   . 


Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894  : 

Loans  and  bills  payable  

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  


55,166  61 
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Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  Kailway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation 


Total  income   , 

Deductions  from  income  : 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued 

Rents  

Taxes   

Other  deductions  


Total  deductions  from  income 
Deficit  


Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894 


Surplus  on  June  30.  1893 
Deductions  for  year  


Surplus  on  June  30,  1894 


$9,877,290  61 
6,979,229  47 


2,274,360  00 
396,510  75 
226,712  21 
10,000  00 


$2,898,061  14 


2,898,061  14 


2,907,582  96 
9,521  82 


9,521  82 


228,661  49 
9,521  82 


219,139  67 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30, 

1893. 

Total  Tune  30, 
1894. 

Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

Assets : 

Cost  of  equipment  J 

Lands  owned  

Cash  and  current  assets. 
Other  assets : 
Materials  and  supplies. . 

127,606,524  00 

1,733  50 
1,303,050  77 

350,654  91 
23,086  80 

437,041  40 

128,715,611  30 

1,733  50 
1,089,384  70 

404,718  06 

1,109,087  30 
54,063  15 

213,666  07 
23,086  80 

237,871  32 
9,521  82 

Payment  for  equipment 
purchased  by  receivers 

Liabilities  : 

545,454  10 

108,412  70 

129,722,091  38 

130,756,901  66 

1,034,810  28 

61,770,000  00 
64,975,000  00 
2,448,295  75 

300,134  14 

62,987,500  00 
64,975,000  00 
2,210,424  43 

300,134  14 
64,703  42 
219,139  67 

1,217,500  00 

Accrued  interest  on  fun- 
ded debt  not  yet  pay- 

64,703  42 

Profit  and  loss  

228,661  49 

129,722,091  38 

130,756,901  66 

1,034,810  28 
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Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets,  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  

Bills  receivable  

Due  from  agents  

Net  traffic  balances  due  from  other  companies  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Balance  current  liabilities  


Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30, 1894  : 

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  

Net  traffic  balances  due  to  other  companies  

Matured  interest  coupons,  including  coupons  due  

Miscellaneous  


$624,691  08 
816  00 
147,288  77 
79,596  48 
236,992  37 
1,121,039  73 


2,210,424  43 


$1,566,120  44 
341,675  86 

42,695  04 
217,000  00 

42,928  09 


2,210,424  43 


The  Missouri  Pacific  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation. 


Dividends  on  stocks  owned  

Interest  on  bonds  owned  

Miscellaneous  income — less  expenses. 


Total  income 


Deductions  from  income : 

Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued   ,  

Interest  on  interest-bearing  current  liabilities  ac- 
crued, not  otherwise  provided  for  

Rents  

Taxes  

Other  deductions  


Total  deductions  from  income. 
Deficit  


$11,588,097  81 
9,060,128  78 


835,192  26 
47,275  00 
138,308  69 


2,724,093  75 

3j54,243  55 
133,300  00 
629,175  49 
29,121  92 


Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894. 
Surplus  on  June  30,  1893.'.  


Surplus  on  June  30,  1894. 


$2,527,969  03 


1,020,775  95 


3,548,744  98 


3,868,934  71 
320,189  73 


320,189  73 
3,659,471  55 


3,339,281  82 
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Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30, 
1893. 


Total  June  30, 
1894. 


Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 


Increase. 


Decrease. 


Assets : 

Cost  of  road  

Cost  of  equipment. 

Stock  of  other  com- 
panies owned  

Bonds  of  other  com- 
paniesowned  

Other  permanent  in- 
vestments   

Lands  owned  

Cash  and  current  as- 
sets   

Other  assets  : 

Materials  and  sup- 
plies  

Grand  total  

Liabilities  : 

Capital  stock  

Funded  debt   

Current  liabilities. . . 

Accrued  interest  on 
funded  debt  not  yet 

payable  

Other  liabilities : 

Sundries  

Profit  and  loss.  

Grand  total  


$49,590,297  32,   $49,793,617  23 
27,783,170  62     27,878,890  06 


28,109,443  39 

1,496,338  98 
749,803  24 

4,939,785  91 


1,059,500  85 


113,728,520  31 


$47,436,575  00 
54,012,000  00 
7,006,794  09 


788,033  32 
225.646  35 


28,103,443  39 

1,484,267  04| 
746,403  24i 

4,648,487  22 


922,375  01 


113,577,403  24 


$47,436,575  00 
54,012,000  00 
7,848,144  35 


787,114  57 


154,237  50! 
3,659,471  55;       3,339,28L  82l 


113,728,520  31    113,577,403  24 


$203,319  91 
95,719  44 


$6,000  00 

12,271  89 
3,380  00 

291,378  69 


137,125  84 


net  151,117  07 


$241,350  26 


$918  75 

71,358  85 
320,189  73 


net  151,117  07 


Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  

Bills  receivable  

Due  from  agents  

"Net  traffic  balances  due  from  other  companies   

U.  S.  Gov't  account  transfer  passengers,  freight  and  mail  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Balance  current  liabilities  

Total  

Current  liabil  ties  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894: 

Loans  and  bills  payable  

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts    

Wages  and  salaries.  

Matured  interest  coupons,  including  coupons  due  

Renrais  due  

Miscellaneous  

Total  

Materials  and  supplies  on  hand,  $922,375.01. 


$369,209  74 
71,180  33 
247,131  93 
6,841  22 
227,370  57 
3,726,673  43 
3,199,737  13 


7,848,144  35 


$4,917,563  99 
1,575,602  20 
861,894  64 
469,241  25 
13,000  00 
10,848  35 


$7,848,144  35 
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Missouri  Southern  Eailroad  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation 


Total  income  

Deductions  from  income : 

Interest  on  interest-bearing  current  liabilities  ac- 
crued, not  otherwise  provided  for  

Taxes  

Permanent  improvements  


Total  deductions  from  income 
Net  income  


Surplus  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894. 
Surplus  on  June  30,  1893  


Surplus  on  June  30,  1894. 


$35,208  95 
27,917  41 


2,760  00 
250  29 
2,783  68 


$7,291  54 


7,291  54 


5,793  97 


1.497  57 


1,497  57 
29,784  2* 


3L,281  SO 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30,! Total  J»ne  30 J1^?.*8®  I* 
1893.  1894.  Sn  Ifio* 


Assets : 
Other  assets : 

$112,305  69 
24,948  58 

1,581  45 

$117,802  03 
25,361  58 

3,273  85 

$5,496  34 
413  00 

1,692  40 

138.835  72 

146,437  46 

7.601  74 

Liabilities  : 

80,000  00 
29,051  49 
29,784  23 

80,000  00 
35,155  66 
31,281  80 

6,104  17 
1,497  57 

138,835  72 

146,437  46 

7,601  74 

Current  Assets  and  Liabilities . 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 
Balance,  current  liabilities  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894  : 

Loans  and  bills  payable  on  demand  

Miscellaneous    


$35,155  66 
35,155  66 


$35,111  43 
44  23 

35,155  66- 


♦Materials  and  supplies  on  hand,  $3278  85. 
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Missouri  Southeastern  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses.  


Deficit  from  operation  

Deductions  from  income: 

Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued. 

Deficit  


$708  28 
1,053  35 


$345  07 
960  00 


1,305  07 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30. 
1893. 


Total  June  30, 
1894. 


Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 


Increase. 


Decrease. 


Assets : 

Cost  of  road   

Cost  of  equipment 
Cash  and  current  assets 

Other  assets : 
Materials  and  supplies. . . 
Profit  and  loss  


Grand  total. 


Liabilities : 

Capital  stock  

Funded  debt  

Current  liabilities  

Accrued  interest  on 
funded  debt  not  yet 
pavable  ...   

Profit  and  loss  


Grand  total 


$22,600  00      $26,600  33 
2,300  00  2,769  96 

1,387  00  620  38 


550  00 


26.837  00 


60,000  00 
6,000  00 
2,042  20 


240  00 
3,555  00 


71,837  20 


356  00 
5,100  07 


35.446  74 


60,000  00 
6,000  00 
8,471  17 


74,471  17 


$4,000  33 
469  96 


5,100  07 


8,609  74 


6,428  97 


i,428  97 


net 


Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash.   4  

Net  traffic  balances  due  from  other  companies  

Balance  current  liabilities  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894: 

Loans  and  bills  payable  

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  

Matured  interest  unpaid,  including  coupons  due  


8,471  17 
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Omaha  &  St.  Louis  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account: 


Oross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation  

Miscellaneous  income,  less  expenses, 


Income  from  other  sources, 
Total  income  


Deductions  from  income: 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued, 
Taxes   


Total  deductions  from  income. 
Deficit  


Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894 


Surplus  on  June  30,  1893. 
Deductions  for  year  


Surplus  on  June  30,  1894, 


$440,965  21 
369,379  54 


14,942  53 


124,815  00 
15,964  46 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30, 
1893. 

Total  June  30, 
1894. 

Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

Assets  : 

Cost  of  equipment  . . . .  / 
Funded  int.  certificates.. 
Cash  and  current  assets. 
Other  assets: 

Materials  and  supplies,. . 

$7,560,815  57 

271,700  00 
58,764  96 

17,510  31 

$7,590,249  77 

271,700  00 
57,955  36 

34,330  27 

$29,434  20 

$809  60 

16,819  96 

7,908,790  84 

7.954.235  40 

45,444  56 

Net. 

Liabilities : 

4,533,500  00 
3,039,700  00 
133,440  12 

212  50 
201,938  22 

4,533,500  00 
3,039,700  00 
233,135  94 

212  50 
147,686  96 

99,695  82 

54,251  26 

Accrued  int.  on  funded 
debt  not  yet  payable. . 
Profit  and  loss  

7,908,790  84 

7,954,235  40 

45,444  56 

Net. 
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Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


-Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cafrh..  

Due  from  agents    

Net  traffic  balances  due  from  other  companies  , . . ,  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Balance  current  liabilities  


Total. 


Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30, 1894  : 

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  

Matured  interest  coupons,  including  coupons  due  


Total  

Materials  and  supplies  on  hand. 


$31,818  21 
5,397  85 
3,510  47 
17,228  83 

175, 180  58 


233,135  94 


27,070  15 
16,035  79 
190,030  94 


$233,135  94 


34,330  27 


Quincy,  Omaha  &  Kansas  City  Railway. 
(Theodore  Oilman  and  W.  VV.  Jacobs,  Trustees  in  possession.) 
Income  Account. 


■Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation 


Deductions  from  income : 

Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued  

Taxes    

Permanent  improvements  

Other  deductions  (paid  acc't  Q.  O.  &  K.  C.  Ry.  Co.) 


Total  deductions  from  income 
Deficit  


Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894 
Surplus  on  June  30,  1893  


Deficit  on  June  30,  1894, 


$248,410  00 
190,029  16 


12,600  00 
14,073  35 
93,640  99 
256  79 


$58,380  84 


120,571  13 
62.190  29 


62,190  29 
8,475  55 


53,714  74 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30, 
1893. 


Assets : 

Cost  of  road   , 

Bonds  owned  

Other  assets: 

Materials  and  supplies 
Profit  and  loss  

Grand  total  

Liabilities  : 

Capital  stock  

Funded  debt  

Current  liabilities  

Grand  total  


$3,362,480  00 
387,520  00 

1,540  71 
53,714  74 


3,805,255  48 


2,000,000  00 
1,750,000  00 
55,255  48 


3, SOS, 255  48 
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Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  (New  York)   

Cash  (Quincy)  

Due  from  agents  

Net  traffic  balances  due  from  other  companies  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Balance — current  liabilities   

Total  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894  : 

Loans  and  bills  payable  

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries.   

Net  traffic  balances  due  other  companies  

Total   


Materials  and  supplies  on  hand,  $1540. 74. 


Rockport,  Langdon  &  Northern  Railroad, 

Current  Assets  and  Liabilities,  June  30,  1894- 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities  : 

Cash   $1,130  43 


Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894  : 

Matured  interest  coupons,  including  coupons  due   600  00 

Balance,  cash  assets     530  43 

$1,130  43 


Sedalia,  Warsaw  and  Southwestern  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation. 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation 
Total  income  


Deductions  from  income : 

Taxes  , 

Other  deductions  


Total  deductions  from  income, 
Net  income  


Surplus  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  '94. 
Surplus  on  June  30,  1893  


Surplus  on  June  30,  1894. 


$34,875  49 
29,949  64 


2.325  81 
334  31 
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Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30, 
1893. 

Total  June  30, 
1894. 

Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

A  o acta  • 

|  $524,418  60 

$516, 0C0  00 
10,218  82 

$8,418  60 

V.  dCU  cllitl  LLU  tcIU  aOficLB 

10,218  82 

524.418  60 

526.218  82 

1 .800  22 

net. 

Liabilities : 

516.000  00 
7,016  26 
1.402  34 

516.000  00 
6,550  75 
3,668  07 

465  51 

net. 

Current  liabilities  

2,265  73 

524,418  60       526,218  82 

1,800  22 

Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  pavment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  

Due  from  agents    

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  


Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894  : 

Audited  \ouehers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  

Miscellaneous  

Balance,  cash  asset3  


St.  Joseph  &  Des  Moines  Railroad  Company. 


Income  Account. 


Income  from  lease  of  road  

$71,404  91 

71,404  91 

Deductions  from  income  : 

$67,233  60 
4,171  31 

Total  deductions  from  income  

71,404  91 

Leased  and  operated  by  Chicago,  JBniliDgton  &  Quincy  R  R.  Co. 
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Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30, 
1893. 

Total  June  30, 
1894. 

Assets : 
Liabilities  : 

$2,029,399  42 

$2,029,399  42 

$960,480  00 
960,480  00 
108,439  42 

$960,480  00 
960,480  00 
108,439  42 

2,029,399  42 

2,029,399  42 

St.  Joseph  &  Nebraska  Bailroad  Company. 

Income  Account. 

$12,693  22 

Deductions  from  income : 

$9,310  00 
3,313  92 

12,693  22 

Leased  and  operated  by  the  Burlington  &  Missouri  River  R.  R  Co.  in  Nebraska. 
Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 

Total  June  30, 
1893. 

Total  June  30, 
1894 

Assets:  . 

$266,100  00 

$266,100  00 

266.100  00 

266.100  00 

Liabilities : 

-     133,100  00 
133,000  00 

133,100  00 
133,000  00 

266,100  00 

266,100  0O 
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St.  Joseph,  St.  Louis  &  Santa  Fe  Kailway  Company. 

Statement  of  Operations. 


Gro9S  earnings  from  operation, 
Less  operating  expenfees  


Deficit  from  operation. 
Interest  on  bonds  owned, 


Income  from  otber  sources. 
Deficit  


Deductions  from  income  : 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued 

Taxes   

Permanent  improvements  


Total  deductions  from  income  

Deficit  

Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894. 


$221,012  81 
258,031  58 


225  00 


114,900  00 
13,690  19 
1,852  59 


$37,018  77 
225  00 


36,793  77 


130,442  78 


167,236  55 


167,236  55 


Note— This  company  has  no  "Income  Account, "  as,  under  the  terms  of  the  lease  to  the  A  , 
T.  &  S  P.  Ry.  Co  ,  that  company  is  entitled  to  all  the  revenue  from  the  property  and  assumes  the 
payment  of  all  expenses,  taxes  and  charges  thereof  as  and  for  rental. 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June 

30,  1893. 

Total  June 
30, 1894. 

Aseets : 

Cost  of  road  

$2,381,874  73 
100,254  32 
160,336  95 
4,500  00 
263,034  00 

2,910,000  00 

$2,381,874  73 
100,254  32 
160,336  95 
4.500  00 
263,034  00 

2.910.000  00 

Cost  of  equipment  

Liabilities : 

970,000  00 
1,915,000  00 

25,000  00 

970,000  00 
1,915,000  00 

25,000  00 

Funded  debt  .   

A.,  T.  &  8.  F.  Ky.  Co.  for  St.  Joseph  Terminal 
Ey.  Co.  stock  

2,910,000  00 

2,910,000  00 
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St.  Joseph  Terminal  Railroad  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation. 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation 


Total  income  

Deductions  irom  income : 

Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued 
Taxes  , 


Total  deductions  from  income, 


Surplus  on  June  30,  1893. 
Surplus  on  June  30,  1894, 


$252,246  90 
228,128  64 


17,500  00 
6,618  26 


$24,118  26 
24,118  26 


24,118  26 


6,248  99 
6,248  99 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30, 
1893. 

Total  June  30, 
1894. 

Year  ending  . 
Increase. 

June  30,  1894. 
Decrease. 

Assets : 

Cost  of  road  *» 

Cost  of  equipment.  / 
Cash  and  current  as- 
Other  assets : 

Materials  and  sup- 

$634,051  03 
36,222  33 

31,310  07 

$634,051  03 
39,570  83 

22,032  70 

$3,348  50 

$9,277  37 

701,583  43 

695.654  56 

Net  5,928  87 

Liabilities  : 

Funded  debt  

Current  liabilities. . . 
Accrued  interest  on 
funded  debt  not  yet 

Grand  total  

300,000  00 
350,000  00 
38,042  78 

7,291  66 
6,248  99 

300,000  00 
350,000  00 
33,113  91 

I 

7,291  66 
6,248  99 

■ 

5,928  S7 

701,583  43 j         695,654  56 

5,928  87 
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Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities  : 
Bills  receivable  

Total  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1S94: 

Loans  and  bills  payable  

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Balance  cash  aesets   

Total  

Materials  and  supplies  on  hand  


39,570  83 


22,032  83 


St.  Louie,  Cape  Girardeau  &  Ft.  Smith  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation. 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation 
Total  income  


Deductions  from  income 
Taxes  


Net  income 


$122,634  77 
116,? 23  75 


St.  Louis  &  Hannibal  Railway  Company. 


Income  Account. 


Gross  earning?  from  operation  

$135,553  43 
124,061  47 

$11,491  06 
11,491  06 

7,249  80 
4.242  16 

Total  income      

Deductions  from  income  : 

7,249  80 

Total  deductions  from  income  

Surplus  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894, , 

4,242  16 

R  R  c— 35 
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Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Assets : 

Cost  of  road  l 

Cost  of  equipment.  / 
Cash  and  current  as- 
sets   

Due  from  agents  — 
Due  from  connecting 
lines  

Other  assets  : 
Material  and  supplies 
Profit  and  loss  

Grand  total  

Liabilities : 

Capital  stock  

Funded  debt   

Current  liabilities. . . 

Accrued  interest  on 
funded  debt  not  yet 
paid  

Pay-roil  

Accounts  payable.. 

Due  agents  

Due  connecting  lines 

Profit  and  loss  

Grand  total  


June  30,  1893, 
Total. 


$815,147  34 

14,706  68 
2,230  00 

4,700  06 


31,159  39 
166,811  97 

1,034,755  44 


$462,000  00 
380.000  00 
38,361  93 


105,700  00 
6,621  01 
4,542  16 
4  60 
1,126  58 
36,399  16 


1,034,755  44 


June  30,  1894, 
Total. 


$814,857  34 

27,506  60 
1,871  45 

4,317  43 


17,512  07 
193,411  97 


1,059,476 


$462,000  00 
380,000  00 
35,991  93 


132.300  00 
4,570  08 
3,250  54 


722  99 
40,641  32 


1,059,476 


Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 


Increase. 


24,721  42 


26,600  00 


4,242  16 


24,721  42 


Decrease. 


net 


Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities  : 

Cash  

Net  traffic  balances  due  from  other  companies  ) 

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  / 

Due  from  agents  

Balance  current  liabilities  

Total  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894  : 

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  

Net  traffic  balances  due  to  other  companies  —  

Matured  interest  coupons,  including" coupons  due  

Total  -.  


Actual  value  of  materials  and  supplies  on  hand,  $17,512.07. 
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St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  &  Southern  Riilway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation   

Dividends  on  stocks  owned   

Interest  on  bonds  owned  

Miscellaneous  income — less  expenses. 


Income  from  other  sources. 


Total  income  

Deductions  from  income : 

Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued  

Interest  on  interest-bearing  current  liabilities  ac- 
crued, not  otherwise  provided  for  

Rents  

Taxes  

Other  deductions  


Total  deductions  from  income 


Deficit  

Dividends  2  per  cent,  common  stock 


Total 


Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894. 


Surplus  on  June  30,  1893 
Deductions  for  year  


Surplus  on  June  30,  1894. 


$10,676,112  43 
7,528,805  55 


134,056  11 
1,750  00 
21,649  97 


2,438,886  40 

230,032  52 
437,622  16 
257,766  72 
30,093  33 


$3,147,306  88 


157.453  08 


3,304,762  96 


3,394,401  13 


89,638  17 
515,623  50 


605.261  67 


605,261  67 


3,853.841  21 
605,261  67 


3,248,597  54 
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Current  Asssets  and  Liabilties. 


■Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  

Bills  receivable    

Dae  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Other  cash  assets,  excluding  materials  and  supplies  

Balance  current  liabilities  

Total  

•Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894: 

Loans  and  bills  payable  

Matured  interest  coupons  unpaid,  including  coupons  due  

Miscellaneous  

Tocal    


$29,735  47 
7,172  66 
378,067  79 
1,000  00 
4,802,092  79 


5,218,068  71 


2,180,069  79 
375,627  83 
2,662,371  09 


$5,218,068  71 


•Materials  and  supplies  on  hand,  none.   Purchases  made  monthly. 


St.  Louis,  Kansas  City  &  Colorado  Railroad  Company. 


Income  Account. 


$77,646  37 
170,047  08 

$92,400  71 

Deductions  from  income : 
Interest  on  interest-bearing  current  liabilities  ac- 

82,860  00 

106,288  20 
3,423  62 

192,571  82 

284,972  53 

Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30, 1S94 

284,972  53 
1,187,370  71 

Deficit  on  June  30,  1893  

Deficit  on  June  30,  1894  

1,472,343  24 
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Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet , 


TotalJune  30. 

1893. 


Total  June  30, 
1894. 


Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 


Increase.  Decrease 


Assets  : 

Cost  of  road  

Cost  of  equipment  

Cash  and  current  assets 

Other  assets : 
Materials  and  supplies.. 

Sundries  

Profit  and  loss  

Grand  total  

Liabilities : 

Capital  stock  

Funded  debt  

Current  liabilities  

Accrued  interest  on 
funded  debt,  not  yet 
payable  

Sundry  accrued  obliga- 
tions, not  yet  payable. 

Grand  total  


$3,824,278  50 
28,621  03 
7,304  12 


4,902  17 
710  54 
1,187,370  71 


5,053,187  07 


1,600,000  00 
1,381,000  00 
2.035,053  39 


34,525  00 
2,608  68 


5,053,187  07 


$3,824,278  50 
28,621  03 
11,022  36 


4,100  61 
229  10 
1,472,343  24 


5,340,594  84 


1,600,000  00 
1,381,000  00 
2,322,548  81 


34,525  00 
2,521  03 


5,340,594  84 


3,718  24 


284,972  53 


287.407  77 


287,495  42 


287,407  77 


Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  

Due  from  agents  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Balance  current  liabilities  , 

Total  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30, 1894  : 

Loans  and  bills  payable  

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  

Net  traffic  balances  due  other  companies  

Matured  interest  coupons  unpaid,  including  coupons  due  

Total  

Materials  and  supplies  on  hand  , 


$4,963  07 
2,252  29 
3,807  00 
2,311,526  45 


2,322.548  81 


1,929.765  10 
32,882  99 
691  88 
148  84 
359,060  00 


2.322,548  81 


4,100  61 
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St.  Louis,  Keokuk  &  Northwestern  Railroad  Co. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation. 
Leas  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation  , 

Miscellaneous  income— less  expenses, 


Total  income   

Deductions  from  income : 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued. 

.Rents  

Taxes  


Total  deductions  from  income. 


$1,689,926  05 
1,090,606  88 


Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894 
Surplus  on  June  30,  1893  


Surplus  on  June  30,  1894, 


548,750  00 
134,758  01 
41.936  31 


$599,319  17 
322  87 


599,642  04 


725,444  32 


125,802  28 
165,222  94 


39.420 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


TotaUune30, 
1893. 

Total  June  30, 
1894. 

Year  ending  June  30,  1894. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

Assets : 

Cost  of  equipment  

Stock  of  other  companies 

owned  

Other  permanent  invest- 

$13,378,631  36 
530,805  17 

7,800  00 

$15,106,330  35 
532,902  60 

7,800  00 

1,096,969  05 
224,233  53 

$1,727,698  99 
2,097  43 

1,096,969  05 
5,294  37 

Cash  and  current  assets. 

218,939  16 

14,136,175  69 

16.968.235  53 

2,832,059  84 

Liabilities  : 

Capital  stock   

Funded  debt  

Current  liabilities  

Accrued  int.  on  funded 
debt  not  yet  payable 

5,443,800  00 
8,150,000  00 
349,544  16 

51,250  00 
113,972  94 
27,608  59 

5,443,800  00 
9,850,000  00 
1,554,464  63 

42,500  00 
39,420  66 
38,050  24 

1,700,000  00 
1,204,920  47 

8,750  00 
74,552  28 

Net. 

10,441  65 

14,136,175  69 

16,968,235  53 

2,832,059  84 

552 


Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  

Bills  receivable   . 

Due  from  agents  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Other  cash  assets,  excluding  materials  and  supplies  

Balance  current  liabilities  


Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30, 1894  : 

Loans  and  bills  payable  , 

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries   

Net  traffic  balances  due  to  other  companies  , 

Matured  interest  coupons  unpaid,  including  coupons  due 
Miscellaneous  


$58,987  59 
2,000  00 
20,433  42 
141,441  43 
1,371  09 
1,330,231  10 


1,554,464  63 


$1,096,969  05 
140,305  14 
63,279  66 
65,044  52 
183,500  00 
5,366  26 


1,554,464  63 


St.  Louis  Merchants'  Bridge  Terminal  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation, 
Less  operating  expenses  


Total  income 


Deductions  from  income : 

Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued  

Interest  on  interest-bearing  current  liabilities 

crued,  not  otherwise  provided  for  

Rents  ,  

Taxes    

Permanent  improvement  


ac- 


Total  deductions  from  income 


Deficit    — 

Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1893. 

Deficit  on  June  30,  1894  


$432,969  27 
275,966  04 


84,100  00 

175,124  68 
115,668  60 
29,483  58 
745  00 


157,003  23 


405, 121  86 


248,118  63 
348,518  44 


596,637  07 
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Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


TotalJune30, 
1894. 


Assets : 

Cost  of  road  

Cost  of  equipment  

Stock  of  other  companies  owned  , 

Bonds  of  other  companies  owned  

Cash  and  current  assets   

Profit  and  loss  

Grand  total  

Liabilities : 

Capital  stock  

Funded  debt   

Current  liabilities  

Accrued  interest  on  funded  debt  not  yet  payable 

Accrued  rentals  

Accrued  general  interest  

Building  fund,  N.  W.  approach  

Grand  total  


$4,478,646  92 
161,220  57 
1,500,000  00 
344,000  00 
539,380  85 
596,607  07 


7,619.855  41 


$2,939,500  00 
1,682,000  00 
2,820,050  94 
21,025  02 
52,194  86 
13,378  89 
91,705  70 


,619,855  41 


Current  Assds  and  Liabilities . 


Ca6h  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities  : 

Cash   

Bills  receivable  

Due  from  agents  .  

Balance  current  liabilities  


Total. 


Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894  : 

Loans  and  bills  payable    

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  

Matured  interest  coupons  unpaid,  including  coupons  due. 

Total  


St.  Louis  &  San  Francisco  Railroad  Company. 


Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation . 
Dividends  on  stocks  owned, 
Interest  on  bonds  owned... 


Income  from  other  sources 
Total  income  


$6,135,179 
4,069,374  25 


139  75 
147,384  00 


$2,065,805  14 
147,523  75 


2,213,228 
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i  \  <  <  >:u  E  AOCOUNT^Ooatinued. 


Deductions  from  income : 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued. 

Rents  

Taxes   

Other  deductions  , 


Total  deductions  from  income, 
Deficit  


Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894. 
Surplus  on  June  30,  1893  


Additions  for  year.  . 
Deductions  for  year. 


Surplus  on  June  30,  1S94. 


2,193,348  70 
225,900  00 
247,166  16 
196,130  14 


2,862,545  00 


649,216  11 


649,216  11 
4.223,247  23 


41,806  87 
575,530  12 


3,010,307  87 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30, 
1893. 


Total  June  30, 
1894. 


Tear  ending  June  30, 1894. 


Increase. 


Decrease. 


Assets  : 

Cost  of  road  

Cost  of  equipment  

Stock  of  other  companies 
owned  

Bonds  of  other  compa- 
nies owned  

Other  permanent  invest- 
ments  

Equipment  lease  

Lands,  town  lots  and^ 
contracts  for  sale  of  \ 
land  J 

Cash  and  current  assets. 
Other  assets : 

Materials  and  supplies. . 


Grand  total. 


Liabilities : 

Capital  stock  

Funded  debt  

Current  liabilities  

Accrued  int.  on  funded 
debt  not  yet  payable.. 

Canceled  bonds  

Profit  and  loss  


Grand  total. 


$61, 
4. 


4, 


967,157 
776,347 

229,824 

152,371 

30,000 


429,964 
,615,951 
411,854 


72 

29 
GO 

78,613.470  64 


$61,836,820  84 
4,733,986  56 

229,824  12 

4,136,427  26 

30, 000  00 
47,201  00 

459,650  94 

6,602,574  27 

401,154  79 


26,359,300 
42,686,300 
3,375,755 

382,867 
1,586,000 
4.223,274 


78,613,470  64 


$47,201  00 
29,686  22 


78.477,639  78 


26.359,300  00 
42,594,940  60 
4,404,234  04 

360,857  27 
1,718,000  00 
3.040,307  87 


1,028,478  52 

"i32;6o6'6o 


78,477,639  78 


$130,446  65 
42,360  61 


15,943  99 


13,377  02 
10,699  81 


135,830  86 


91,359  40 

22,010  62 
1,182,939  36 


135,830  86- 
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Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  

Bills  receivable  

Due  from  agents    

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Other  cash  assets,  excluding  materials  and  supplies  

Total  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894: 

Loans  and  bills  payable    

Audited  accounts  and  vouchers   

Wages  and  salaries  

Net  traffic  balances  due  from  other  campmies  

Matured  interest  unpaid,  including  coupons  due  

Balance  cash  assets  

Total  


$390,176  58 
4,861.106  71 
47,995  33 
1,196,276  62 
107,019  03 


6.602,574  27 


2,347,159  95 
662,197  38 
17.635  45 
22,514  26 
1,354,727  00 
2,198,340  23 


6,602,574  27 


Materials  and  supplies  on  hand,  *401 ,154  79. 


St.  Louis  Southwestern  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Less  operating  expenses  

$2,831,033  15 
2,135,588  03 

"'414,' 846  00 

$695,445  12 

414,846  CO 

Total  income  

1,110,291  12 

Deductions  from  income  : 

Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued  

Interest  on  interest-bearing  current  liabilities,  not 
otherwise  provided  for  

807,167  04 

12,054  72 
63,572  78 
1,788  97 

Taxes   

Other  deductions  

Total  deductions  from  income  

884,583  51 

225.707  61 

Surplus  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894. 
Surplus  on  J  une  30,  1893  r  

225,707  61 
941,623  85 

5,684  88 
10,339  22 

Deductions  for  year  

Surplus  on  June  30,  1894    

1,162,677  12 
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Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  

Bills  receivable  

Due  from  agents  

Net  traffic  balances  due  from  other  companies  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals   

Due  from  Sc.  L.  S.  W.  Ry.  Co.  of  Texas  

Due  from  Tyler  S.  E  Ry.  Co  

Total  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894  : 

Loans  and  bills  payable   

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries  

Matured  interest  coupons  unpaid,  including  coupons  due  

Balance  cash  assets,  

Total  


$82,933  27 
2,218  79 
19,753  60 
29,255  94 
68,932  01 

,070.402  38 
72.327  31 


1,3-1 5, S23  30 


440,025  37 
257,877  27 
117,194  93 
46,080  00 
484,645  73 


1,345,823  30- 


Materials  and  supplies  on  hand ,  $148,  056  44. 


St.  Louis  Transfer  Railway  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation. 


Deductions  from  income  : 
Interest  on  interest-bearing  current  liabilities  ac- 
crued, not  otherwise  provided  for  

Taxes  

Other  deductions  


Total  deductions  from  income, 
Deficit  


Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30.  1894 
Deficit  on  June  30,  1893  „.  


Deficit  on  June  30, 1894 


$126,064  46 
92,088  48 


21,656  87 
2,645  53 
13,890  97 


$33,975  98 


38,193  37 

4  217  39 

4  217  39 
25,265  63 


29,483  02 
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Co?nparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  J nne  30, 
1893. 

Total  June  30, 
1894. 

Assets  : 

$491,448  93 
46,719  00 

$481,656  24 
46,719  00 

5,575  30 
29,483  02 

563.433  56 

Other  assets  : 

25,265  63 
563,433  56 

Liabilities  : 

$199,800  00 
363,633  56 

563,433  56 

$199,800  00 
363,633  56 

563,433  56 

Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  pavraent  of  current  liabilities 

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Balance  current  liabilities  

Total   

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30, 1894  : 
Loans  and  bills  payable  

Total  


$5,575  30 
358,058  26 


$363,633  56 


$363,633  56 
$363,633  50 


Terminal  Railroad  Association  of  St.  Louis. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation, 
Less  operating  expenses  , 


Income  from  operation  . . 
Miscellaneous — less  expenses 


Income  from  other  sources. 
Total  income  


Deductions  from  income : 

Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued  

Interest  on  interest-bearing  current  liabilities  ac- 
crued, not  otherwise  provided  for  

Rents  

Taxes  

Permanent  improvements  


Total  deductions  from  income. 


Deficit  

Surplus  on  June  30,  1894 


Surplus  on  June  30,  1894 


$1,514,511  41 
626,518  63 


197,153  78 


315,000  00 

13,420  52 
666,900  00 
9S,847  32 
10,774  95 


$887,992  78 
197,153  78 


1,085,146  56 


1,104,942  79 


19,796  23 
387,67:?  00 


3(17,876  78 
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Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30. 
1893. 

Total  June  30 
1894. 

Tear  ending  June  30,  1S94 
Increase.  >  Decrease. 

Assets : 

Cost  of  road  \ 

Stocks  of  other  companies 

Cash  and  current  assets. . . 

Other  assets : 

Materials  aDd  supplies  

Liabilities  : 

Certificate  for  delivery,  2d 

Accrued  interest  on  funded 
debt  not  yet  payable  

$8,553,670  26 

415,000  00 
758,139  16 

10.369  72 

$9,934,048  51 

1.603,400  00 
2,265,022  52 

16,796  36 

$1,380,378  25 

1.188.400  00 
1,506,S83  36 

6,426  64 

19,796  23 
Net. 

9,737.179  14 

13.819.267  39 

4. 082. 088  45 

1,441,200  00 
7,000,000  00 
731,585  41 

78,750  00 
93,519  15 
2,523  44 
1,927  74 
387,673  01 

1,441,200  00 
7,000,000  00 

A    l\  1  1    .17  7  '>1 

4, Oil, 2,1  i  6i 

HZL    AAA  AA 

75,000  00 

78,750  00 
95,6r»7  28 
8,875  £M 
65,630  02 
367,876  78 

3,279,691  96 
75,000  00 

2,137  74 
6,352  49 
63,702  29 

9,737,179  14 

13,819,267  39 

4,082,088  25 

Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  

Due  from  agents  

Net  traffic  balances  due  from  other  companies  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

U.  S.  Postoffice  department  

Balance  current  liabilities  


Total. 


Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894  : 

Loans  and  bills  payable  

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts  

Wages  and  salaries    

Matured  interest  coupons  unpaid,  including  coupons  due 


$191,704  62 
33.508  49 
47,623  65 

1,985.720  66 
6,465  10 

1,746,254  85 


4,011.277  37 


3,773,999  88 
178,985  49 
56,132  00 
2,160  00 


Total, 


4,011,277  37 


560 


Wabash  Railroad  Company. 

Income  Account. 


Gross  earnings  from  operation 
Less  operating  expenses  


Income  from  operation  . , 
Dividends  on  stocks  owned. 
Interest  on  bonds  owned  . 
Income  from  other  sources. 


Total  income 


Deductions  from  income  : 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued 

Rents   

Taxes  

Other  deductions  


Total  deductions  from  income 


Deficit  

Deficit  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30, 1894 
Surplus  June  30,  1893  (  carried  to  profit  and  loss  ). . 
Deficit  June  30,  1894  (  carried  to  profit  and  loss).. . . 


$12,732,047  18 
10,272,504  73 


236,745  19 
4,120  00 
17,996  86 


2,783,131  21 
76,300  00 
497,098  48 
33,640  37 


$2,459,542  45- 


258,862  05 


2,718,404  50 


3,390,170  0& 


671,765  56 


Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet, 


Total  June  30, 

1893. 


Total  June  30, 
1894. 


Year  ending  June  30, 1894. 


Increase. 


Assets : 

Cost  of  road  

Cost  of  equipment 

Stock  of  other  com- 
panies owned  

Bonds  of  other  com- 
panies owned  

Cash  and  current  as- 
sets   


sup- 


Other  assets : 
Materials  and 

plies  

Sinking  fund  C  &  W 

I.  R.  R  

Sundries   

Profit  and  loss  , 


Grand  total. 


Liabilities : 

Capital  stock  

Funded  debt  

Current  liabilities... . 

Accrued  int.  on  fund- 
ed debt  not  yet 
pavable  

Profit  and  loss  


$133,432,500  00 

$133,432,500 

00 

43,165  68 

162,865 

68 

133,556  54 

366,056 

5-1 

2,569,566  96 

1,939,731 

30 

865,941  02 


137,045,730  20 


Grand  total 


52,000,000  00 
81 ,500,000  00 
2,690,255  94 


601,172  91 
254,301  35 

137,045,730  20 


478,873  80 

267,328  44 
384,165  04 
283,356  94 


137,315  877  74 


52,000  .000  00 
81,740.000  00 
2,975.633  17 

600,244  57 


137,315,877  44 


119,700  00 
232,500  00 


Decrease. 


629,835  66- 


387,067  22 


267,328  44 
384,165  04 
283,356  94 


270,147  54 


240,000  00 
285,377  23 


270,147  54 


net 


928  34 
254,301  35 
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Current  Assets  and  Liabilities . 


Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 

Cash  

Bills  receivable  

Due  from  agents  

Due  from  solvent  companies  and  individuals  

Other  cash  assets,  excluding  materials  and  supplies*  

Balance  curreDt  liabilities  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894  : 

Loans  and  bills  payable  

Audited  vouchers  and  accounts.  

Wages  and  salaries  ,  

Net  traffic  balances  due  from  other  companies  

Matured  interest  coupons,  including  coupons  due  

Miscellaneous  


$664,390  93 
23,299  90 
102,317  72 
331,462  46 
838,260  29 

1,035,901  87 


2.975,633  17 


•  623,339  28 
1,065,137  33 
399,271  10 
165,215  98 
374,611  50 
348,057  98 


2,975,633  17 


•Materials  and  supplies  on  hand,  $478,873  80. 


R  R  C— 36 
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Williamsville,  Greenville  &  St.  Louis  Railway  Company. 


Income  Account. 


$12,196  54 

Income  from  operation  

7,398  06 

$7,398  06 

Deductions  from  income : 
Interest  on  funded  debt  accrued  

1,275  00 

1,275  00 

6,123  06 

Surplus  from  operations  of  year  ending  June  30,  1894. 

6,123  06 

6,123  06 

Comparative  General  Balance  Sheet. 


Total  June  30, 
1894. 


Assets : 

Cost  of  road  , 

Cost  of  equipment  

Cash  and  current  .assets  

Grand  total  

Liabilities : 

Capital  stock    

Funded  debt    

Current  liabilities  

Miscellaneous   .  

Accrued  interest  on  funded  debt  not  yet  payable  

Profit  and  loss  

Grand  total  

Current  Assets  and  Liabilities. 

Cash  and  current  assets  available  for  payment  of  current  liabilities 
Cash    

Total  

Current  liabilities  accrued  to  and  including  June  30,  1894: 

Net  traffic  balances  due  from  other  companies  

Miscellaneous    

Balance— cash  assets  

Total  


$317,000  00 
24,910  10 
5,679  28 

347,589  38 


170,000  00 
170,000  00 
170  82 
20  50 
1.275  00 
6,123  06 


347,589  38 


$5,679  28 


5,679  28 


$170  82 
20  50 
5,487  96 


$5,679  28 


> 


WAREHOUSE  DEPARTMENT. 


REPORT  OF  GRAIN  INSPECTION. 


Office  of  Chief  Inspector,  \ 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Dec.  31,  1894.  / 

To  the  Honorable,  the  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commis- 
sioners, Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen — I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith  the  Fifth  An- 
nnal  Report  of  this  Department,  embracing  its  transactions  for  the 
year  ending  December  31,  1894,  accompanied  by  the  usual  statistical 
tabulated  statements,  showing  in  detail  the  work  of  the  department, 
together  with  its  earnings  and  expenditures. 

Exhibit  "A"  shows  the  inspection  on  arrival  of  all  grain  received 
during  each  month  of  the  year,  at  St.  Louis,  Kansas  City  and  St.  Jo- 
seph, respectively.  The  greatly  reduced  receipts  of  grain  of  the  past 
year  can  be  attributed  to  the  continued  low  price  of  grain  throughout 
the  year,  as  well  as  the  drouth  prevailing  generally  in  the  great  agri- 
cultural districts  west  of  the  Mississippi,  tributary  to  our  market. 

Exhibit  "B"  shows  the  number  of  bushels  and  sacks  of  each  kind 
of  grain  received  by  river  during  each  month  of  the  year. 

Exhibit  UC"  shows  the  inspection  from  store  during  each  month  of 
the  year.  The  out  inspection  has  been  the  lowest  in  the  history  of  the 
department,  and  our  public  warehouses  are  now  practically  full  of 
grain,  and  have  been  substantially  in  that  condition  during  the  entire 
year. 

Exhibit  "D"  shows  the  financial  condition  of  the  department,  its 
receipts  and  disbursements  for  each  month  of  the  year.  The  great 
reduction  in  earnings  made  it  necessary  to  reduce  the  expenses  of  the 
department  during  the  year.  The  force  has  been  correspondingly  re- 
duced and  the  salaries  were  cut  20  per  cent,  and  I  recommend  from 
the  present  outlook  for  the  coming  year  a  further  reduction  in  the 
number  of  employes. 

At  St.  Louis,  Kansas  City  and  St.  Joseph  there  were  inspected 
during  the  year  34,915  cars  of  grain.  The  character  of  the  winter 
wheat  crop  was  a  good  average  as  to  quality,  the  inspections  showing 
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that  80  per  cent  graded  No.  2.  The  entire  absence  from  appeals  dur- 
ing the  year  warrants  the  conclusion  that  the  work  of  the  department 
was  satisfactory  alike  to  the  shipper  and  to  the  receiver. 

The  work  of  the  Weighing  department  has  been  giving  general 
satisfaction. 

Your  attention  is  respectfully  directed  to  the  annual  report  of  Mr. 
D.  O'O.  Tracy,  Warehouse  Eegistrar,  herewith  filed. 

I  take  pleasure  in  stating  that  the  employes  of  the  department, 
without  exception,  have  performed  their  duties  cheerfully  and  satisfac- 
torily under  the  rules.  Kespectfully, 

Joseph  M.  O-Shea, 

Chief  Grain  Inspector. 
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EXHIBIT  A — 1. 
WHEAT. 


Inspection  on  arrival  at  St.  Louis — 1894. 
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a 
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Months . 

M 

CO 

W 
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g 

ectec 

SL 

Qi 

<s 
a, 

5* 

<x> 

l-U 

>-i 

81 

163 

75 

17 

336 

60 

137 

23 

4 

224 

78 

149 

30 

257 

29 

76 

22 

127 

88 

32 

41 

8 

7 

104 

20 

17 

11 

152 

1810 

123 

34 

11 

1978 

1104 

170 

39 

75 

1388 

660 

60 

10 

20 

750 

October  

197 

20 

7 

10 

234 

152 

12 

1 

12 

177 

96 

8 

1 

4 

109 

Totals  

4403 

979 

267 

171 

5820 

EXHIBIT  A— 2. 
CORN. 


Inspection  on  arrival  at  St.  Louis — 1894. 


a 

3 

o 

o 

© 

o 

CfQ 

P 

Months. 

CO 

P 

O- 

08 

1590 
1381 
656 
302 
395 
404 
436 
112 
73 
90 
338 
490 

48 
28 
42 
14 
31 
35 
8 
8 
3 
16 
64 
183 

12 
1 

2 

1650 
1410 
700 
316 
427 
440 
445 
121 
76 
109 
405 
679 

April  

1 
1 
1 
1 

October  

3 

3 
6 

Total  

6267 

480 

28 

3 

6778 

568 


EXHIBIT  A— 3. 


OATS. 

Inspection  on  arrival  at  St.  Louis— 1894. 


Months. 


ro.  2. 

No.  3. 

No.  4. 

No 
grade 

Total. 

128 

182 

43 

353 

90 

101 

22 

213 

153 

227 

34 

1 

415 

140 

221 

23 

384 

178 

274 

18 

470 

67 

131 

17 

215 

193 

178 

20 

4 

395 

245 

61 

5 

4 

315 

248 

41 

2 

1 

292 

354 

57 

2 

1 

414 

275 

34 

22 

331 

201 

62 

3 

266 

2272 

1569 

211 

11 

4063 

January. . . 
February. 
March 

April  

May  

June  

July  

August. .. 
September 
October.. . 
November 
December. 

Totals 


EXHIBIT  A— 4. 

Inspection  on  arrival  at  St.  Louis — 1894 • 


Rye. 


Barley, 


Months. 


No.  2  

3 

M 

Rejected  | 

Total 

22 
17 
10 

..... 

22 
17 
11 

4 

"r'i 

3 

30 
49 
6 

3 
30 
51 

6 

2 

1 

140 

3 

144 

January 
February . . 

March  

April  

May  

June  

July  

August  

September, 
October  . . . 
November. 
December  . 

Totals. 


58 


10 


72 


569 


EXHIBIT  A— 5. 
WHEAT. 


Inspection  on  Arrival  at  Kansas  City — 1894. 


2 

< 

o 

to 

-t 

Months. 

to 

No.  3. 

No.  4. 

o 

Total. 

W 

ft 

Qi 

138 

98 

61 

32 

32£ 

215 

78 

61 

25 

379 

140 

116 

80 

35 

371 

April  

197 

103 

58 

28 

386 

156 

82 

55 

26 

31*> 

69 

38 

52 

13 

172 

507 

158 

53 

23 

741 

327 

166 

49 

20 

562 

272 

183 

72 

14 

541 

204 

89 

40 

58 

391 

301 

78 

26 

6 

311 

128 

53 

12 

11 

204 

Total  

2-354 

1242 

619 

291 

4706 

EXHIBIT  A— 6\ 


Inspection  on  Arrival  at  Kansas  City — 1894. 


Com. 

Oats. 

Months. 

o 

o 

o 

o 

? 

o 

o 

o 

0 

Tot 

to 

co 

gra 

to 

CO 

gra 

9 

CD 

532 

23 

1. 

556 

•  78 

74 

4 

1 

157 

February  

569 

6 

,  1 

576 

60 

35 

3 

98 

842 

11 

853 

100 

52 

9 

"3 

164 

789 

20 

'i 

810 

84 

80 

2 

166 

May  

1052 

16 

1068 

65 

63 

2 

130 

485 

9 

494 

58 

22 

2 

"2' 

84 

372 

11 

l 

384 

123 

73 

2 

198 

230 

3 

"i' 

234 

348 

83 

"2 

1 

434 

60 

4 

64 

257 

71 

5 

2 

335 

October  

136 

186 

2 

324 

174 

32 

.... 

1 

207 

1217 

36 

1253 

103 

17 

121 

863 

63 

2 

928 

95 

2 

1 

98 

Total  

7147 

388 

7 

2 

7544 

1545 

604 

31 

12 

2192 

570 


EXHIBIT  A— 6. 

Inspection  on  arrival  at  Kansas  City,  1894. 


Rye. 

Barley. 

o 

o 

o 

o" 

ri- 

o 

0 

Tots 

Months. 

to 

•  . 

: 

CO 

ll  cars  . . 

CO 

: 

1— • 
* 

January   

7 

3 

1 

11 

7 

1 

1 

2 

5 

2 

March  

4 

4 

8 

""2 

2 

April  

5 

2 

7 

1 

1 

June  

1 

i 

2 

2 

August     

"l 

1 

4 

""8 

8 

September  

3 

1 

October  

1 

1 

"'3 

3 

1 

1 

**4 

4 

1 

1 

Total   

28' 

15 

1 

44 

13 

7 

20 

EXHIBIT  A— 7. 

WHEAT. 

Inspection  on  arrival  at  St.  Joseph — 1894- 


Months. 


Months. 


January  . 
Feburary 
March  . . . 

April  

May  

June.  ... 
July  


33 

19 

4 

56 

49 

28 

15 

80 

42 

21 

7 

3 

73 

60 

24 

13 

97 

39 

9 

6 

"2 

56 

31 

11 

3 

2 

47 

105 

35 

6 

4 

150 

August 
September 
October. . . 
November 
December. 


Total 


161 

169 
80 
82 
30 

881 


79 
67 
45 

n 

6 


355 


74 


17 


252 
248 
134 
97 
37 

1327 


571 


EXHIBIT  A— 8. 

Inspection  on  arrival  at  St  Joseph — 1894- 


Corn. 

Oats. 
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46 
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3 
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3 
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1 
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3 
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25 
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224 
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2 

15 

266 

9 
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276 

2 

2 

314 

8 

1 

323 
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2 

3 
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2 

77 

2 
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3 
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.... 

3 

6 
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1 
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4 

4 

5 

"3 

8 
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10 

"l 

11 

1 

November  
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I 
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"l2 

2 

160 

1 

2 

3 

Total  

1850 

261 

14 

4 

2129 

'i7 

23 

9 

49 

EXHIBIT  B. 

WHEAT. 

Inspection  on  arrival  at  St.  Louis  (in  sacks) — 1894- 


Months. 


3 
o 


VP 

C3™ 


January  .. 
February . 

March  

April  

May  

June  

July  

August. . . 
September 
October  . . 
November 
December 

Totals 


4 
2 
2 
8 
7 
3 

292 
134 
67 
23 
8 
1 


,774 
,877 
,593 
,154 
,498 
,621 
,430 
,792 
,133 
.308 
,677 
,29.1 


557,148 


1, 

5, 
2, 
3, 
29, 
19, 
8, 
1. 
1, 
1. 


515 
826 
710 
759 
178 
411 
484 
865 
837 
400 
620 
449 


81,054 


1,431 
607 
1,242 
3,000 
1,304 
4,075 
10,530 
8,754 
4,228 
1,890 
720 
70 


37,859 


439 
32 
19 
500 
401 
320 
2,835 
3.864 
1,250 
426 
242 
119 


10,447 


779 
1,080 
243 


2,102 


222 
192 
1,484 
887 
285 
2,762 
1,971 
1,359 
109 
6,484 
7,000 

22,755 


572 


EXHIBIT  0. 

Inspection  from  store  at  St.  Louis — 1894. 


Months. 


3 


PC 


January  ... 
February. , 

March  

April  

May  

June  

July  

August... . 
September 
October  . . . 
November. 
December  . 

Totals. 


362 
252 
389 
465 
328 
293 
327 
105 
253 
74 
112 
101 


,649 
,098 
,688 
,242 
,445 
,219 
,939 
,085 
,362 
,646 
,227 
,442 


3,066,042 


556 
537 

1,601 
762 

1,961 


628 


6,045 


254,825 
137,125 
902,045 
347,390 
314,028 
221,104 
154,671 
86,832 
30,736 
66,522 
17,314 
39,203 


2,571,795 


140,690 
145,386 
159,571 
176,224 
74,795 
87,378 
79,596 
143,923 
80,771 
66,798 
34,718 
30,246 


1,220,096 


4,617 
2,380 
1.990 
1,991 
1,278 
1,698 
3,333 
6,975 

"754 
739 


25,755 


45,096 
24,981 
31,142 
6,627 


810 


3.849 
22,946 
3,966 


139,417 


807,877 
562,626 
1,484,973 
999,075 
719,308 
606,170 
565,539 
343,443 
364,869 
212,569 
187,944 
174,857 


7,029,150 


EXHIBIT  D. 


Receipts  and  Disbursements. 


Months 
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B  »£ 

O  00  3 

•  as 


*Dec.3i,'93; 

January  

February  . . 

March  

April  

May   

June  

July  

August  

September. 
October  . . . 
November.. 
December  . 


Total. 


$154 
2,596 
2,214 
2,738 
2,282 
2,098 
1,332 
4,983 
3,386 
2,390 
1,754 
2,260 
1,899 


30,092  94 


,446 
,684 
,320 
,861 
,869 
947 
,712 
,984 
,524 
,467 
,929 
,574 


$322  43 
371  41 
397  68 
320  92 
367  85 
343  04 
407  95 
463  77 
306  52 
306  60 
312  51 
320  85 


24,322  83 


4,241  54 


$734  59 
75 


$667  17 


809  59 


667  17 


$2,769 
2,055 
2,718 
2,182 
2,237 
1,290 
3,120 
4,850 
2,905 
1,774 
2,241 
1,895 


30,041  13 


$17  86 


$140  35 
160  05 
260  44 
121  90 
164  09 
2,026  88 
563  46 
48  52 
28  87 
48  09 
51  87 


•Balance. 


Report  of  Registrar. 


St.  Louis,  January  2,  1895. 
To  the  Hon.,  the  Board  of  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Com'rs,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.: 

Gentlemen— I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith  the  fifth  annual  report  of  this 
office,  for  the  year  ending  December  31,  1894. 

The  total  amount  of  grain  received  into  store  during  the  year  was  9,008,511 
bushels,  and  the  total  shipments  during  the  same  period  of  time  were  7,110,892 
bushels. 

The  number  of  cars  of  all  kinds  of  grain  received  into  store  in  the  city  of  St. 
Louis  during  the  year  was  10,629.  The  following  will  show  the  average  number  of 
bushels  per  car  of  each  kind  of  grain  received  from  cars  during  the  year: 


Wheat..   707  bushels. 

Corn  ,   692 

Oats   1045  " 

Rye   571 

Barley   797  " 


APPEALS. 

The  fact  that  not  one  appeal  has  been  made  to  the  Arbitration  committee  from 
the  decision  of  the  Inspectors  is,  I  think,  a  very  high  tribute  to  the  efficiency  of 
Chief  Inspector  Joseph  M.  O'Shea,  and  the  other  gentlemen  serving  under  him  as 
assistant  inspectors. 

GRAIN  IN  STORE. 

The  entire  stock  of  grain  in  store  in  the  city  of  St.  Louis  at  the  close  of  the 
year  ending  December  31,  1894,  was  6,134,228  bushels. 

REGISTRATION. 

The  percentage  of  registered  receipts,  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  state,  is  now  so 
high  that  not  a  single  complaint  of  any  character  whatsoever  has  been  made  dur- 
ing the  present  year. 

WEIGHING  OF  GRAIN. 

While  a  few  complaints  of  shortage  of  weights  were  made  at  the  beginning  of 
the  year,  the  efficiency  and  care  shown  by  the  weighers  of  this  department  have 
reached  so  high  a  standard  that  a  complaint  against  the  same  now  is  of  very  rare 
occurrence. 

The  tabular  statements  appended  hereto  show  the  business  in  detail  of  this 
office  during  the  past  year. 
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The  fact  that  no  complaints  have  come  to  our  knowledge  we  take  to  be  a  fair 
indication  that  the  work  of  the  department  has  met  with  the  approbation  of  its 
patron?,  and  that  they  have  confidence  in  its  efficiency. 

In  conclusion,  it  affords  me  pleasure  to  state  that  the  gentlemen  composing 
the  clerical  force  of  this  office  have  been,  upon  all  occasions,  not  only  courteous 
and  polite,  but  also  thoroughly  diligent  and  efficient  in  their  several  duties,  and  to 
them  is  largely  due  whatever  degree  of  efficiency  has  been  attained  by  this  office  ; 
hence  I  ask  for  them  a  continuance  of  your  official  favor. 

Tnanking  you  for  the  many  courtesies  extended  this  department,  and  the  in- 
terest you  have  manifested  in  its  management,  I  have  the  honor  to  be, 

Very  respectfully, 

Daniel  O'C.  Tracy, 

Warehouse  Registrar. 
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EXHIBIT  D— RYE. 


Receipts  into  store  during  the  year  ending  December  31,  1894. 


Warehouse. 

Tot.AiR 

No.  2. 

No.  3. 

No.  4. 

Infixed 

Bu.  Lbs. 

Bu.  Lbs. 

Bu.  Lbs. 

Bu.  Lbs. 

Bu.  Lbs. 

5601  24 
8278  08 
6511  34 
586  34 
514  16 
2510  40 

4011  24 
6635  36 
5600  10 
586  34 
514  16 
2510  40 

1590  .. 
1134  06 
566  14 

508  22 

345  10 

24,002  44 

19,858  48 

3290  20 

345  10 

508  22 

Shipments  during  the  year  ending  December  31,  1894. 

5,601  24 
10,031  08 

6,511  34 
586  34 
514  16 

2,510  40 

4.011  24 
8,388  36 
5,600  10 
586  34 
514  16 
2,510  40 

1590  .. 
1x34  06 
566  14 

"345  l6" 

508  22 

25,755  44 

21,611  48 

3290  20 

345  10 

508  22 

EXHIBIT  E— BAELEY. 
Receipts  and  shipments  during  the  year  ending  December  31,  1894. 


Receipts. 

Shipments. 

Warehouse. 

Total. 

3  Spring. 

Rej 

Warehouse. 

Total. 

3  Spring. 

Rej 

Bu.  lbs. 

Bu.  lbs. 

Bu. 

Bu.  lbs. 

Bu.  lbs. 

Bu. 

9689  28 
2918  26 
965  .. 
100,142  30 

9689  28 
2918  26 
465  .. 
100,142  30 

500 

Terminal  

9689  28 
2050  40 
965 
126,712  04 

96S9  28 
2050  40 
465 
126,712  04 

500 

Union  depot). . . 
Total  Bariey. 

Union  depot. . . 
Total  Barley. 

113,715  36 

113,215  36 

500 

139,417  24 

138,917  24 

500 
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EXHIBIT  F. 

Bushels. 

Total  receipts  of  all  kinds  of  grain  for  the  year  ending  Dec.  31, 1894. 
Total  shipments  of  all  kinds  of  grain  for  the  year  ending  Dec.  31,  1894 . 

Wheat.     Corn.      Oats.     Bye.  Barley. 

Received  by  rail             2,954,307  2,997,517  1,481,897  24,000  113,715 

Received  by  river             941,245  57,106   

Shipped  by  rail                 651,158     265,498     171,830   2,521  16,223 

Shipped  by  river               965,069  1,431,355     131  888   

Shipped  by  wagons....  1,455,860     874,942     916,378  23,234  123,194 

Balance,  errain  in  store  December  31,  1894:  wheat,  4,624,99&.50 ;  corn, 
999,164.04;  oats.  438,134.24  ;  rye,  9224.36  ;  barley,  62,794.04. 

8,633,526 
7,029,150 

7,571,436 
998,351 
63,739 
1,107,230 
2,528,312 
3,393,608 

6,134,228 

Weeat,  average  No.  bus.  to  car   707 

Corn,              •'«            "       ....  692 
Oats,              44                    ....  1045 
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EXHIBIT  H. 

Showing  the  number  of  cars  of  each  kind  of  grain  received  into  the  several  public 
warehouses  during  year  ending  December  31,  1894. 


WHEAT. 


Warehouse. 


3 
\  CD 


to 

W 

W 

CO 

+4 

3 

S" 

> 

Terminal   197£  172  19  3£  3   

St.  Louis   560  470£  60  19£  5  3 

Merchants' A   713  559  79  37  17  13 

Farmers'   889  795£  51  25  J  13  J  1£ 

Union  depot   8m  722  57  20£  17  2 

Central  A   308^  281  14  10  1   

Central  B   1196  811  245  92  15  21 

Grand  totals   4683  3811  525  208  71£  40£ 


10 


CORN. 


Warehouse. 


Terminal  

St.  Louis  

Merchants'  A  

Farmers'  

Union  Depot  

Central  A  

Central  B  

Grand  totals  corn 


404 
862 
1,081 
1,357 
75 
38 
512 


4,329 


28 
288 
153 
229 
6 

14 
124 


842 


115 


254 
463 
826 
1,075 
66 
11 
315 


111 

72 
73 
23 
2 

10 
47 


3,010 


338 
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OATS. 


Warehouse. 
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169 
21 
637 
295 
212 
15 
82 

99 
2 

149 
24 
52 

10 
4 

174 

62 
43 
3 
33 

2 
1 
39 
12 
1 

"'9 
64 

51 

9 

172 
164 
106 
5 
22 

3 

5 
73£ 
28 

6 

6 
11 

4 

f 

3 
1 
2 

1 

2 

4 

2 

17 

1 

"l 

4 

Grand  totals  oats. 

1 

1431  330 

329 

529 

132J 

14* 

4 

4 

2 

21 

RYE. 


BARLEY. 


H 

52 

2 

0 

0 

O 

p 

Warehouse. 
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cc 

9 

6 

3 

14 

11 

2 

1 

13 

11 

1 

"i 

Union  depot  

1 

1 

1 

1 

Central  B  

4 

4 

Grand  totals  

42 

34 

6 

1 

1 

Warehouse, 


Terminal 
St.  Louis. . . . 
Mermants'  A. 

Farmers'  

Union  depot. 


Grand  totals. 


Totals  .... 

3  Spri 

Re  j  eel 

a 

Qf<5 

Cu 

12 

12 

4 

4 

2 

2 

1 

1 

125 

125 

144 

143 

1 

Grand  total  all  kinds  of  grain  ,  10,629  cars. 


INDEX. 


Page 

Aggregate  income  account   16 

Action  regarding  notice  of  increase  in  rates    189-191 

reduction  in  freight  rates.   192-210 

billing  of  freights   210-214 

purchase  of  ticket  for  attendant  on  live-stock   215-220 

return  pass  for  stock-shippers    302-343 

private  switches   343-349 

connecting  tracks    349-357 

station  houses  and  agents    358-362 

train  service   362 -376 

track  scales   377-394 

Cost  of  railroads  in  Missouri   12 

Capital  stock  and  funded  debt   12 

Current  liabilities   13 

Cash  assets     13 

Correspondence  regarding  freight  rates   41-108 

and  action  regarding  passenger  rates   109-120 

Chicago  ct  Alton  train-gate  matter   120  189 

Classification  of  freights   220-235 

cotton  piece  goods     220-233 

Complaint  of  C.  J.  Boyle  vs.  C,  It.  I.  &  P.  R'y   308-331 

Distribution  of  railroads  in  counties   11 

Dividends  paid   16 

Finnancial  statements  and  tabulated  statistics   477-562 

Gauge  of  railroads  in  Missouri    10 

Increase  in  railroad  mileage  in  Missouri    ,   10 

inspections     27-40 

Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  lines   33 

Kansas  City,  Ft.  Scott  &  Memphis   31 

Kansas  City,  Pittsburg  &  Gulf   38 

Omaha  &  Kansas  City  ~   36,37 

Quincy,  Omaha  &  Kansas  City   32 

St.  Louis,  Cape  Girardeau  <fc  Tt.  Smith   28,  29,  30 

St.  Louis  &  Hannibal   34,35 

St.  Louis,  Iron  Mtn.  &  Southern   27 

Wabash   39,40 

Movement  of  passengers  and  freights   15 

Miscellaneous  matters    451-477 

New  organizations,  consolidations  etc   19-26 

Progress  of  railroad  construction  in  Missouri   11 


II  INDEX. 

Proportion  of  mileage  to  territory  and  population   11 

Physical  condition  of  railroads  in  Missouri   17,  18 

ballast   18 

bridges   17 

casualties     18 

cattle-guards   18 

cross-ties   18 

employes   18 

fencing   18 

highway  crossings     18 

railroad  crossings    18 

stations  in  Missouri   18 

Railroads  in  Missouri   9,  477 

mileage  in  Missouri   9 

Regulation  of  charges  by  express  companies  ■   397-450 

act  for  regulation  of  same  „ .  397 

Switching  charges  and  demurrage   235-301 

complaint  and  action  in  matter  of  Hay  Dealers'  Ass'n  Kan.  City    235-265 

complaint  and  action  in  case  of  Wyndham-Gatch  Grain  Co.  St.  Joseph.  2(36-286 

Stocks  and  debt  apportioned  to  Missouri   14 

Transportation  earnings    .   14 

Transportation  expenses  (Income  account)   10 

Orders  of  the  Board  : 

concerning  express  charges   440 

concerning  track  scales   393 

weighing  of  grain  at  Kansas  City  384 

passes  for  stock  shippers   333 

in  case  of  C.  J.  Boyle  vs.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.  R'y  Co   329,  309 

Concerning  switching  charges  at  Kirksville   290 

classification  of  cotton  goods    220,  223,  2*24 

purchase  of  tickets  by  attendant  on  live-stoak   219 

TABLES — 

Mileage   477-480 

Stocks  and  bonds     481,482 

Cost  of  construction  and  equipment  v  483 

Passenger  and  freight  revenue,  and  other  earnings    484,485 

Total  incomes  and  expenditures    486,487 

Expenses  of  operation  and  management    488,489 

Passenger  traffic  movements   490,491 

Freight  traffic  movements   492,493 

Earnings  from  operation —  Missouri.   494,495 

Expenses,  operation  and  management —Missouri   496.497 
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